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ATTACHMENT A

APPLICATION SIGNATURE PAGE





Form Date: April, 2016 ATP Cycle 3 Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment A

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.

implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board

The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of their knowledge. For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of

the public right-of-way faciljties (responsjble for their maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.
Signature: A g Date: ér/ ?/Zﬂs’é

e

Name: Srers LATIND Phone: 9s/-34S-2352

Title: C AL MIEC Rd b HggéQIQ%Zt 17y Gkt Re-mail: 5/atr'qag z )'1“,\/01‘:(‘\{,”1& o:‘:l‘

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

{For use only when appropriate)

The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval*

(For use only when appropriate)

if the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.

Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.
Signature: Date:

Name: Phone:

Title: e-mail:

* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm
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Dr. Barry L. Kayrell
Superintendent

Dr. LaFaye Platter
Deputy Superintendent

Dr. David Horton
Assistant Superintendent

Vince Christakos
Assistant Superintendent

Professional Development
Service Center

1791 W. Acacia Avenue
Hemet, CA 92545
(951) 765-5100
Fax: (951) 765-5115

Professional Development
Academy

2085 W. Acacia Avenue
Hemet, CA 92545
(951) 765-5100
Fax: (951) 765-6421

www.hemetusd.org

Governing Board
Marilyn Forst
Megan Haley
Vic Scavarda
Patrick Searl
James Smith

Ross Valenzuela
Joe Wojcik

June 2, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance,

1120 N Street, MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Active Transportation Grant Program Cycle 3

To Whom It May Concern,

As the Assistant Superintendent of Business Services for the Hemet Unified School
District, I represent the approving signatory for all of the school sites within the District

including the following K-8 schools whose enroliment areas fall within the limits of the
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project:

. Fruitvale Elementary School

. Jacob Wiens Elementary School
. Whittier Elementary School

. McSweeny Elementary School
. Diamond Valley Middle School
. Ranche Viejo Middle School

It is with great pleasure that [ submit this letter in support of the City of Hemet’s grant
application for Cycle 3 of the Active Transportation Grant Program.

This flagship project will construct bicycle and pedestrian improvements along a four-
mile route that extends from the northern City limit to a new transportation mobility
station that will be located along the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan Salt Creck
Corridor. The Project provides a critical link that will close a bikeway gap and promote
alternative modes of transportation for local residents and school age children by
providing needed connectors to activity centers within the City.

A community outreach campaign will encourage ridership and inform the community of
the Project. The campaign includes development of strategies and specialized programs
that provide education, community awareness of health benefits, and safety tips for
cyclists. This provides the necessary platform to effectively promote active transportation
alternatives for our District’s school age children.

I strongly endorse the City’s efforts in seeking funding for projects that encourage
bicycling and pedestrian commuting benefits all bicyclists, pedestrians, and residents who
live, work, and play in Hemet.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Vince Christakbs, Assistant Supecrintendent
Business Services
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June 2, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance,

1120 N Street, MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Active Transportation Grant Program Cycle 3

To Whom It May Concern,

As the Assistant Superintendent of Business Services for the Hemet Unified School
District, I represent the approving signatory for all of the school sites within the District

including the following K-8 schools whose enroliment areas fall within the limits of the
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project:

. Fruitvale Elementary School

. Jacob Wiens Elementary School
. Whittier Elementary School

. McSweeny Elementary School
. Diamond Valley Middle School
. Ranche Viejo Middle School

It is with great pleasure that [ submit this letter in support of the City of Hemet’s grant
application for Cycle 3 of the Active Transportation Grant Program.

This flagship project will construct bicycle and pedestrian improvements along a four-
mile route that extends from the northern City limit to a new transportation mobility
station that will be located along the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan Salt Creck
Corridor. The Project provides a critical link that will close a bikeway gap and promote
alternative modes of transportation for local residents and school age children by
providing needed connectors to activity centers within the City.

A community outreach campaign will encourage ridership and inform the community of
the Project. The campaign includes development of strategies and specialized programs
that provide education, community awareness of health benefits, and safety tips for
cyclists. This provides the necessary platform to effectively promote active transportation
alternatives for our District’s school age children.

I strongly endorse the City’s efforts in seeking funding for projects that encourage
bicycling and pedestrian commuting benefits all bicyclists, pedestrians, and residents who
live, work, and play in Hemet.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Vince Christakbs, Assistant Supecrintendent
Business Services
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Marilyn Forst
Megan Haley
Vic Scavarda
Patrick Searl
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Joe Wojcik

June 2, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance,

1120 N Street, MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Active Transportation Grant Program Cycle 3

To Whom It May Concern,

As the Assistant Superintendent of Business Services for the Hemet Unified School
District, I represent the approving signatory for all of the school sites within the District

including the following K-8 schools whose enroliment areas fall within the limits of the
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project:

. Fruitvale Elementary School

. Jacob Wiens Elementary School
. Whittier Elementary School

. McSweeny Elementary School
. Diamond Valley Middle School
. Ranche Viejo Middle School

It is with great pleasure that [ submit this letter in support of the City of Hemet’s grant
application for Cycle 3 of the Active Transportation Grant Program.

This flagship project will construct bicycle and pedestrian improvements along a four-
mile route that extends from the northern City limit to a new transportation mobility
station that will be located along the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan Salt Creck
Corridor. The Project provides a critical link that will close a bikeway gap and promote
alternative modes of transportation for local residents and school age children by
providing needed connectors to activity centers within the City.

A community outreach campaign will encourage ridership and inform the community of
the Project. The campaign includes development of strategies and specialized programs
that provide education, community awareness of health benefits, and safety tips for
cyclists. This provides the necessary platform to effectively promote active transportation
alternatives for our District’s school age children.

I strongly endorse the City’s efforts in seeking funding for projects that encourage
bicycling and pedestrian commuting benefits all bicyclists, pedestrians, and residents who
live, work, and play in Hemet.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Vince Christakbs, Assistant Supecrintendent
Business Services
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Marilyn Forst
Megan Haley
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June 2, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance,

1120 N Street, MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Active Transportation Grant Program Cycle 3

To Whom It May Concern,

As the Assistant Superintendent of Business Services for the Hemet Unified School
District, I represent the approving signatory for all of the school sites within the District

including the following K-8 schools whose enroliment areas fall within the limits of the
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project:

. Fruitvale Elementary School

. Jacob Wiens Elementary School
. Whittier Elementary School

. McSweeny Elementary School
. Diamond Valley Middle School
. Ranche Viejo Middle School

It is with great pleasure that [ submit this letter in support of the City of Hemet’s grant
application for Cycle 3 of the Active Transportation Grant Program.

This flagship project will construct bicycle and pedestrian improvements along a four-
mile route that extends from the northern City limit to a new transportation mobility
station that will be located along the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan Salt Creck
Corridor. The Project provides a critical link that will close a bikeway gap and promote
alternative modes of transportation for local residents and school age children by
providing needed connectors to activity centers within the City.

A community outreach campaign will encourage ridership and inform the community of
the Project. The campaign includes development of strategies and specialized programs
that provide education, community awareness of health benefits, and safety tips for
cyclists. This provides the necessary platform to effectively promote active transportation
alternatives for our District’s school age children.

I strongly endorse the City’s efforts in seeking funding for projects that encourage
bicycling and pedestrian commuting benefits all bicyclists, pedestrians, and residents who
live, work, and play in Hemet.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Vince Christakbs, Assistant Supecrintendent
Business Services
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June 2, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance,

1120 N Street, MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Active Transportation Grant Program Cycle 3

To Whom It May Concern,

As the Assistant Superintendent of Business Services for the Hemet Unified School
District, I represent the approving signatory for all of the school sites within the District

including the following K-8 schools whose enroliment areas fall within the limits of the
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project:

. Fruitvale Elementary School

. Jacob Wiens Elementary School
. Whittier Elementary School

. McSweeny Elementary School
. Diamond Valley Middle School
. Ranche Viejo Middle School

It is with great pleasure that [ submit this letter in support of the City of Hemet’s grant
application for Cycle 3 of the Active Transportation Grant Program.

This flagship project will construct bicycle and pedestrian improvements along a four-
mile route that extends from the northern City limit to a new transportation mobility
station that will be located along the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan Salt Creck
Corridor. The Project provides a critical link that will close a bikeway gap and promote
alternative modes of transportation for local residents and school age children by
providing needed connectors to activity centers within the City.

A community outreach campaign will encourage ridership and inform the community of
the Project. The campaign includes development of strategies and specialized programs
that provide education, community awareness of health benefits, and safety tips for
cyclists. This provides the necessary platform to effectively promote active transportation
alternatives for our District’s school age children.

I strongly endorse the City’s efforts in seeking funding for projects that encourage
bicycling and pedestrian commuting benefits all bicyclists, pedestrians, and residents who
live, work, and play in Hemet.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Vince Christakbs, Assistant Supecrintendent
Business Services
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June 2, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance,

1120 N Street, MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Active Transportation Grant Program Cycle 3

To Whom It May Concern,

As the Assistant Superintendent of Business Services for the Hemet Unified School
District, I represent the approving signatory for all of the school sites within the District

including the following K-8 schools whose enroliment areas fall within the limits of the
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project:

. Fruitvale Elementary School

. Jacob Wiens Elementary School
. Whittier Elementary School

. McSweeny Elementary School
. Diamond Valley Middle School
. Ranche Viejo Middle School

It is with great pleasure that [ submit this letter in support of the City of Hemet’s grant
application for Cycle 3 of the Active Transportation Grant Program.

This flagship project will construct bicycle and pedestrian improvements along a four-
mile route that extends from the northern City limit to a new transportation mobility
station that will be located along the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan Salt Creck
Corridor. The Project provides a critical link that will close a bikeway gap and promote
alternative modes of transportation for local residents and school age children by
providing needed connectors to activity centers within the City.

A community outreach campaign will encourage ridership and inform the community of
the Project. The campaign includes development of strategies and specialized programs
that provide education, community awareness of health benefits, and safety tips for
cyclists. This provides the necessary platform to effectively promote active transportation
alternatives for our District’s school age children.

I strongly endorse the City’s efforts in seeking funding for projects that encourage
bicycling and pedestrian commuting benefits all bicyclists, pedestrians, and residents who
live, work, and play in Hemet.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Vince Christakbs, Assistant Supecrintendent
Business Services
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SECTION 1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Purpose

The Western Riverside Council of Governments {(WRCOG) Non-Motorized Transportation Plan (NMTP) provides a
regional backbone network of bicycle and pedestrian facilities to provide enhanced transportation mobility
options. For purposes of this planning exercise, “non-motorized transportation” will refer to alternative travel
modes that operate at lower speeds than conventional automobiles and focus on non-pollutant means of
propulsion. These travel modes include walking or using a bicycle for daily interaction between residential and
non-residential uses. In addition, design standards for neighborhood electric vehicle (NEV) and golf cart lanes will
be considered. However, equestrian and hiking facilities are not a focus of this assessment. The NMTP
complements and builds upon local plans to deliver a comprehensive non-motorized transportation network over
a broad area. The NMTP replaces the plan developed and published by WRCOG in April 1996.

Effective transportation systems rely on a variety of approaches to move people and goods efficiently. Streets and
highways are the primary network relied upon by the masses. Transit and non-motorized uses typically operate
within these rights of way when practical. Dedicated rails, guideways, and trails for non-auto trips are sometimes
necessary due to limited existing public rights of way, unique connection opportunities, and/or community input.

Concerns about health and the environment, coupled with a need to maximize benefit from prior transportation
investments, inevitably leads to exploring and expanding travel options appropriate for the setting. Recent
legislation is aimed at ensuring options and opportunities are considered. From Complete Streets (Assembly Bill
1358) to global warming and emissions reduction initiatives (Assembly Bill 32 and Senate Bill 375), California leads
the way in developing guidance. To that end, WRCOG’s NMTP plays an important role in evaluating non-motorized
mode choice benefits and establishing meaningful transportation system enhancements.

The NMTP identifies 28 distinct regional bicycle and pedestrian-friendly routes throughout Western Riverside
County. The proposed system provides multi-jurisdiction connections between WRCOG’s member agencies as well
as neighboring systems developed by Coachella Valley Association of Governments (CVAG) and the countles of
Orange, San Bernardino, and San Diego. The resulting network includes existing and potential on-street {Class I
and Class lll) and off-road (Class 1) routes intended for near-term through long-range implementation.

Non-motorized transportation will play an increasingly significant role in Southern California’s quest to address
congestion, emissions reductions, vehicle trip reductions, healthy and more livable communities, as well as
mobility choices. The NMTP will be incorporated into Southern California Association of Governments’ (SCAG)
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). The proposed regional routes may he implemented in segments over time and
should be considered in any regional planning effort as an alternative to continued auto-centric land use and
transportation capital investment plans.

The routes planned here will provide guidance to local governments when they apply for funds for non-motorized
facilities. Those that apply for funds for the projects in this Plan will receive some priority in funding decisions. The
projects planned here can become priority facilities in local planning efforts.

1.2 Setting

The WRCOG Non-Motorized Transportation Plan encompasses all the 16 incorporated cities as well as the unincorporated
areas of Western Riverside County. Those jurisdictions and their respective populations include:

Banning — 28,457 Murrieta — 100,714

Beaumont — 32,403 Norco—27,160

Calimesa— 7,498 Perris — 54,323

Canyon Lake — 11,128 Riverside — 300,430

Corona— 148,597 San Jacinto — 36,477

Hemet — 74,361 Temecula — 102,604

Lake Elsinore = 50,267 Wildomar—-31,321

Menifee — 67,70 Unincorporated Western Riverside County — 386,560
Moreno Valley - 186,301 Sotirce: California Department of Finance, 2009, and WRCOG, 2010

WRCOG NON-MOTORIZED TRANSPORTATION PLAN UPDATE
Section 1.0 Introduction
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SECTION 4.0 SUB REGIONAL GOALS AND STRATEGIES

All jurisdictions in western Riverside County have plans and policies in place for development of a system of routes
for bicycling and walking throughout their communities. The Sub-Regional Non-Motarized Transportation Plan is
intended to provide a framewaork for key routes and facilities that will ensure connections between communities,
major transportation facilities, and nodes of activity. The following averarching goals and strategies relate to the
purpose and long-term implementation of this Non-Motorized Transportation Plan.

4.1  Goals of the WRCOG Non-Motorized Transportation Plan

G-1. Increase the range of transportation options for travel within and between western Riverside jurisdictions
and neighboring counties.

G-2. Create safer travel accommodations for pedestrians and cyclists.

G-3. Establish a sub regional backbone network of routes that enhances access to and from public transportation
services and major attractions. The resulting network should complement rather than conflict with local plans.
Ideally, regional components will be integrated into local plans as updates occur.

G-4. Establish design classifications and typical design standards for the various corridor types that are adopted by
individual WRCOG jurisdictions.

G-5. Reduce auto generated emissions while encouraging healthier lifestyles and more sustainable development
patterns.

G-6. Maximize apportunities to fund bicycle and pedestrian improvements, as well as operations and maintenance
costs associated with the sub regional backbone network, in cooperation with local jurisdictions.

G-7. Achieve implementation of the sub regional backbone network by 2035.

G-8. Determine an annual funding goal for Regional Backbone Network projects every year in western Riverside
County, through both local and sub regional efforts.

G-9. Create a branding program for the sub regional system that distinguishes it from local-serving routes and
includes special signage and general promotion.

4.2 GSrategiesto Achieve the Long-Term Implementation
4.2.1 Planning the Sub Regional Backbone Network

P-1. Plan for the sub regional backbone network to provide city-to-city connectivity; connectivity between cities
and the unincorporated County area; and connectivity between western Riverside and adjacent counties (Orange
and San Bernardino counties) for broader regional connections.

P-2. Plan for the sub regional backbone network to connect to major activity areas, including civic and county
facilities, hospitals, libraries, major parks and recreation areas, colleges and universities, malls and major retail
centers and large employment centers.

P-3. Plan for the sub regional backbone network to connect to existing and future planned transit facilities
including Metrolink stations, bus stops, major bus and/or Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) stations and future high speed
rail.

P-4. Pursue opportunities to use existing natural and manmade corridors for future bicycle and pedestrian paths,
including drainage channels and other utility easements, abandoned rights-of-way, and designated open space
corridars.

P-5. Base the sub regional backbone network upon existing and planned routes to the extent feasible.

WRCOG NON-MOTORIZED TRANSPORTATION PLAN UPDATE
Section 4.0 Sub Regional Goals and Strategies
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transportation system. Examples include travel time (which is further subdivided into in-vehicle time, out
of vehicle time, wait time, transfer time, and walk access time), travel cost, and variable used to reflect
whether a trip is being made during peak or off-peak travel periods and if a trip is heing made to a central
business district {CBD).

In addition to the input data, the nested logit model utilizes a series of constants that are mode specific
and are applied to the input variable values to calculate the overall desirability or “utility” of each mode.
The mode share or mode split for each mode is then calculated via an exponential function that calculates
the share for each mode based upon the exponential value of the utility for the mode of interest divided
by the sum of the exponential values of the utilities for all modes of transport being evaluated.

With this overall understanding of the mode choice process in mind, the specific characteristics of the
RivTAM/SCAG Regional Model mode choice process and parameters (particularly those related to the
non-motorized modes of transport) have been examined. Both the parameters contained in the SCAG
2003 model validation report and the RivTAM input data files have heen reviewed. Interestingly, the
reported parameters do not appear identical to the actual model input data. For purposes of this report,
the parameters extracted directly from the RivTAM tool are summarized and evaluated in the remainder
of this section.

The non-motorized modes of transport explicitly evaluated in the model include bicycle and walk modes.
There are various sub-modes (for instance, walk or bike access to transit) that are not cansidered in this
analysis. Thus, the results reported herein are inherently conservative {low) in terms of the actual demand
for walking and biking. Review of the model parameters indicate that both the bicycle and walk modes of
transport analysis are based on the input variable of trip distance. The trip distance has heen determined
based on the highway network and reflects the distance from TAZ centroid to TAZ centroid. In addition to
the distance variable, a constant coefficient is also used in the mode choice model.

Based on review of the input parameters, the following abservations and conclusions have been reached:

1. The constant coefficient favors walking as opposed to bicycling. For a short trip {where the
distance variable component is small), this suggests that a higher proportion of trips would be
made by walking, rather than by bicycling. This is intuitively reasonable.

2. The coefficient for distance is identical or very similar for most trip purposes. In two cases
{Home-based College / University and Other-based Other trip purposes), the coefficient actually
favors walking over bicycling for longer distances. The reason for this apparent anomaly,
particularly for Other-based Other trips, may be related to the fact that the traveler does not
have a bicycle available since they are not at home and probably did not utilize a bicycle in the
first place.

3. Based on the previous abservations, it was determined that it is most appropriate to focus on
hoth non-motorized modes of transport (walking and biking) for shorter distance {intracity) trips.
The analysis of longer (intercity) trips is oriented towards the bicycle as the most prabable means
of transport that will benefit from the proposed non-motorized transportation system.

8.2.3 Interjurisdictional Bicycle Demand

The output from the mode split step of the RivTAM for 2035 conditions has been extracted by jurisdiction.
Of particular interest for this project is the 2035 interjurisdictional bicycle trip demand {person trips
served by bike), which is included in Table 8-7. Urban Crossroads, Inc. has combined this demand data
with the supply side information from the proposed Non-Motorized Transportation Plan {(NMTP). Table 8-
7 also documents possible NMTP routes and/or route combinations for travel between jurisdictions.

WRCOG NON-MOTORIZED TRANSPORTATION PLAN UPDATE
Section 8.0 Benefits of Regional Non-Metorized Transportation Plan Implementation
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As we pursue this unified strategy, it will be vital that we ensure that the benefits
of our initiatives are widely distributed and that the burdens of development

are not carried by any one group disproportionately. Social equity and
environmental justice are key considerations of our overall Plan.

CHALLENGES WE FACE

We are living at a time of great change in Southern California. Our region
must confront several challenges as we pursue the goals outlined
in the 2016 RTP/SCS:

We are growing slower: But our region is projected to grow to 22
million people by 2040—an increase of nearly four million people.

Our overall population will be older: The median age of our region’s
overall population is expected to rise, with an increasing share of
senior citizens. This demographic shift will have major impacts on
transportation needs and on our transportation plans. A key challenge
for the region will be to provide seniors with more transportation
options for maintaining their independence as they age.

A smaller percentage of us will be working: The share of younger
people of working age is expected to fall. The ratio of people over

the age of 65 to people of working age (15 to 64) is expected to
increase. This means that our region could face a labor shortage and a
subsequent reduction in tax revenues.

Alarge number of us want more urban lifestyles: Today's Millennials,
born between 1980 and 2000, are expected to demand more
compact communities and more access to transit—shifting regional
priorities for the overall transportation system and the types of
housing that are constructed. Baby Boomers are also expected to
increasingly desire these kinds of communities.

Many of us will continue to live in the suburbs and drive alone:
Despite the emerging trends discussed above, many people in the
region will continue to live in suburban neighborhoods and drive
alone to work, school, shopping and other destinations—rather than
use public transit and other transportation alternatives. The 2016
RTP/SCS will not change how everyone chooses to get around, but
the Plan is designed to offer residents more choices so that we can
experience regionwide benefits.

Housing prices are increasing: Housing prices are rising steadily and
affordability is declining. As communities are redeveloped to be more

compact with new transit options and revitalized urban amenities,
existing residents may risk displacement.

Our transportation system requires rehabilitation and maintenance:
Southern California’s transportation system is becoming increasingly
compromised by decades of underinvestment in maintaining and
preserving our infrastructure. These investments have not kept pace
with the demands placed on the system and the quality of many

of our roads, highways, bridges, transit and bicycle and pedestrian
facilities is continuing to deteriorate. If we continue on our current
path of seriously underfunding system preservation, the cost of
bringing our system back to a reasonable state of good repair

will grow exponentially.

Transportation funding is scarce and insufficient: Full funding for
transportation improvements is currently not sustainable, given the
projected needs. Projected revenues from the gas tax, the historic
source of transportation funding, will not meet transportation
investment needs—and gas tax revenues, in real terms, are actually
in decline as tax rates (both state and federal) have not been adjusted
in more than two decades while the number of more fuel efficient and
alternative powered vehicles continues to grow.

Moving goods through the region faces growing pains: The movement
of goods will face numerous challenges as consumer demand for
products increases and the region continues to grow as a major
exchange point for global trade. Infrastructure for freight traffic will be
strained, current efforts to reduce air pollution from goods movement
sources will not be sufficient to meet national air quality standards,
capacity at international ports will be over-burdened and warehouse
space could fall short of demands.

Technology is transforming transportation: Mobility innovations
including electric cars, the availability of real-time traveler
information, the expansion of car sharing and ridesourcing due to
smart phones and other technological advances will require updated
planning to smoothly integrate these new travel options into the
overall transportation system.

Millions suffer from chronic diseases: Many people in our region
suffer from chronic diseases related to poor air quality and physical
inactivity. Heart disease, stroke, cancer, chronic lower respiratory
disease and diabetes are responsible for 72 percent of all deaths in our
region. Nine percent of residents have been diagnosed with diabetes,
27 percent with hypertension and 13 percent with asthma, and more
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This update, the 2016 RTP/SCS, reflects goals and guiding policies and a vision
developed through extensive outreach to the general public and numerous
stakeholders across our region. SCAG values the region’s tremendous

diversity and acknowledges that it cannot tackle challenges in the same way
everywhere. This chapter discusses how the Plan was developed, and it offers
an overview of SCAG's “preferred scenario” for land use and transportation in
our region in 2040. SCAG developed this preferred scenario to guide its update
of the 2012 RTP/SCS and then settle on a final set of strategies, programs and
projects that will place the region more firmly on the road toward achieving its
goals. Those strategies, programs and projects are reviewed in Chapter 5.

GOALS AND GUIDING POLICIES

As SCAG updated the 2012 RTP/SCS, it evaluated its existing goals, guiding
policies and performance measures to determine whether they should be
refined. Since the adoption of the 2012 RTP/SCS, several developments have

occurred that influenced the development of the 2016 RTP/SCS. These include:

e Asurface transportation funding and authorization bill known as
“Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act” (MAP-21)
was signed into law by President Obama on July 6, 2012. MAP-
2%includes specific goals for safety; improving the condition of
transportation infrastructure; reducing congestion and making the
transportation system more reliable; freight movement and economic
vitality; and environmental sustainability. MAP-21 now requires that
Metropolitan Planning Organizations such as SCAG set performance
targets forimproving transportation safety and system preservation in
coordination with state departments of transportation.

At the time this document was being prepared, the federal rulemaking
process to implement MAP-21was not yet complete. SCAG will
continue to monitor rulemaking to understand the implications for

the Plan, and take the necessary steps to fully evaluate the final rule.
Also, in December 2015, the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation
Act, or “FAST Act,” was signed in to law. The FAST Act is a five-year
transportation funding and authorization bill that maintains many

of the MAP-21 provisions, but also has new provisions including a
national freight program. As with MAP-21, SCAG will monitor the
rulemaking process to implement FAST Act provisions.

2016 RTP/SCS
GOALS

Align the plan investments and policies with
improving regional economic development and
competitiveness.

Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people
and goods in the region.

Ensure travel safety and reliability for all people and
goods in the region.

Preserve and ensure a sustainable regional
transportation system.

Maximize the productivity of our transportation
system.

Protect the environment and health of our residents
by improving air quality and encouraging active
transportation (e.g., bicycling and walking).

Actively encourage and create incentives for energy
efficiency, where possible.

Encourage land use and growth patterns that
facilitate transit and active transportation.

Maximize the security of the regional transportation
system through improved system monitoring, rapid
recovery planning, and coordination with other
security agencies.*

*SCAG does not yet have an agreed-upon security performance measure.
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2016 RTP/SCS
GUIDING POLICIES

Transportation investments shall be based on
SCAG's adopted regional Performance Indicators.

Ensuring safety, adequate maintenance and
efficiency of operations on the existing multimodal
transportation system should be the highest RTP/
SCS priorities for any incremental funding in the
region.

RTP/SCS land use and growth strategies in the
RTP/SCS will respect local input and advance smart
growth initiatives.

Transportation demand management (TDM) and
active transportation will be focus areas, subject to
Policy 1.

HOV gap closures that significantly increase
transit and rideshare usage will be supported and
encouraged, subject to Policy 1.

The RTP/SCS will support investments and
strategies to reduce non-recurrent congestion
and demand for single occupancy vehicle use, by
leveraging advanced technologies.

The RTP/SCS will encourage transportation
investments that result in cleaner air, a better
environment, a more efficient transportation system
and sustainable outcomes in the long run.

Monitoring progress on all aspects of the Plan,
including the timely implementation of projects,
programs, and strategies, will be an important and
integral component of the Plan.

e The rapid advancement of new technologies such as real-time
traveler information, on-demand shared mobility services enabled by
smartphone applications, car sharing and bike sharing is influencing
how households travel and their choices about vehicle ownership.
New technologies are encouraging more efficient transportation
choices, which help public agencies manage the multimodal
transportation system more efficiently.

e Thereis a continuing emphasis on reducing greenhouse gas
emissions, even after the adoption of Senate Bill 375. On April 29,
2015, Governor Brown issued Executive Order B-30-15, which
establishes a California greenhouse gas reduction target of 40 percent
below 1990 levels by 2030. Because the transportation sector is the
largest contributor to California’s greenhouse gas emissions (more
than 36 percent), SCAG anticipates updated and more stringent
regional emissions reduction targets.

This Plan’s goals are intended to help carry out our vision for improved
mobility, a strong economy and sustainability. Based on our assessment of
these developments, the goals of the 2016 RTP/SCS, which are represented
graphically in this chapter, remain unchanged from those adopted

in the 2012 RTP/SCS.

The guiding policies for the 2016 RTP/SCS are intended to help focus future
investments on the best-performing projects and strategies to preserve,
maintain and optimize the performance of the existing transportation system.
Two additional guiding policies have been added since 2012. The first addition
(Guiding Policy 6) addresses emerging technologies and the potential for such
technologies to lower the number of collisions, improve traveler information,
reduce the demand for driving alone and lessen congestion related to

road incidents and other non-recurring circumstances (a car collision, for
example). The second addition (Guiding Policy 7) recognizes the potential for
transportation investments to improve both the efficiency of the transportation
network and the environment.
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to the airport. LAX is also currently not served by any rail, but will be within the
next decade via the Crenshaw Line and the Airport Metro Connector. Improving
transit bicycling and walking accessibility to our region’s passenger rail stations
is also critical. Increasing rail feeder bus services in our region to passenger rail
stations would reduce the incentive for SOV travel. Establishing more transit
services such as OCTA's Stationlink service would provide this incentive.
Finally, there is still little BRT or BRT-Lite service in our region outside of Los
Angeles County, and establishing more BRT routes to serve rail stations such as
the current Omnitrans sbX Green Line and the Riverside Transit Agency’s future
RapidLink Line 1will help meet this goal.

Secure Increased Funding and Dedicated Funding Sources: Passenger rail has
traditionally lacked dedicated funding streams. Amtrak is funded annually by
the U.S. Congress, usually resulting in funding amounts insufficient to meet
state of good repair needs or to increase Amtrak’s levels of service and expand
the network. With local control of the Pacific Surfliner now complete, the State
of California has guaranteed funding levels to maintain current service levels
(but not to increase service levels) for the first three years. One new funding
source is California’s Cap-and-Trade Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program,
which received $25 million in FY2014-15 and 10 percent of annual Cap-and-
Trade auction proceeds beginning in FY2015-16. This FY2015-16 allocation

is currently estimated to be more than $200 million. Similarly, the CHSRA
has been given a dedicated Cap-and-Trade funding stream of 25 percent of
funds, beginning in FY2015-16 (for FY2014-15 CHSRA received $250 million).
FY2015-16 funding is estimated at more than $600 million.

Support Increased TOD and First/Last Mile Strategies: Increased TOD and
first/last mile planning and investments are crucial to passenger rail station
area planning. Increased and effective TOD improves our region’s jobs/housing
balance, and it reduces VMT, air pollution and greenhouse gas emissions.
First/last mile investments also reduce VMT, air pollution and greenhouse

gas emissions and encourage rail users to access rail stations with options
other than driving alone.

Implement Cooperative Fare Agreements and Media: Cooperative fare
agreements and media also offer opportunities for increasing rail ridership

and attracting new riders. For example, the Rail2Rail pass allows Metrolink
monthly pass riders who have origin and destination points along the LOSSAN
corridor to ride Amtrak. In 2014, the North County Transit District (NCTD)
reached an agreement with Caltrans Division of Rail (DOR), in which five daily
Pacific Surfliner trains stop at all non-Pacific Surfliner Amtrak (Coaster) stops

in San Diego County. This service has proven quite popular and successful.
Agreements like this one could be expanded once the California High-
Speed Train is built.

Active Transportation

The 2016 RTP/SCS includes $12.9 billion for active transportation
improvements, including $8.1 billion in capital projects and $4.8 billion as

part of the operations and maintenance expenditures on regionally significant
local streets and roads. The Active Transportation portion of the 2016 Plan
updates the Active Transportation portion of the 2012 Plan, which has goals
forimproving safety, increasing active transportation usage and friendliness,
and encouraging local active transportation plans. It proposes strategies to
further develop the regional bikeway network, assumes that all local active
transportation plans will be implemented, and dedicates resources to maintain
and repair thousands of miles of dilapidated sidewalks. To accommodate the
growth in walking, biking and other forms of active transportation regionally, the
2016 Active Transportation Plan also considers new strategies and approaches
beyond those proposed in 2012. Among them:

e Betteralign active transportation investments with land use and
transportation strategies to reduce costs and maximize mobility
benefits

e Increase the competitiveness of local agencies for federal and state
funding

e Develop strategies that serve people from 8-80° years old to reflect
changing demographics and make active transportation attractive to
more people

e Expand regional understanding of the role that short trips play
in achieving RTP/SCS goals and performance objectives, and
provide a strategic framework to support local planning and project
development geared toward serving these trips

e Expand understanding and consideration of public health in the
development of local plans and projects.

5 8—80years old is an age span that is used as a shorthand to refer to expanding the
potential for all people to use active transportation. The term refers to addressing the
needs school aged children who would be conceivably allowed to walk or bike to school
unaccompanied if the environment were safer and older senior citizens who prefer physical
separation from the noise and speed of vehicles.
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Active Transportation has 11 specific strategies to maximize active transportation
in the SCAG region. These are grouped into four broad categories: regional trips,
transit integration, short trips and education/encouragement. All 11 strategies
are based on a comprehensive local bikeway and pedestrian network that uses
Complete Streets principles. These strategies include:

Regional Trips Strategies:

1. Regional Greenway Network
2. Regional Bikeway Network

3. California Coastal Trail Access

Transit Integration Strategies:

4. First/last mile (to transit)
5. Livable Corridors

6. Bike Share Services

Short Trips Strategies:

7. Sidewalk Quality
8. Local Bikeway Networks
9. Neighborhood Mobility Areas

Education/Encouragement Strategies:

10. Safe Routes to School

11.  Safety/Encouragement Campaigns

Regional Trips Strategies

Developing the following networks will serve those longer trips that people
make less frequently, but add to total miles traveled. They are primarily biking
trips for commuting and recreation. Although trips covering the full length of
these corridors may be a small percentage of active transportation travel, the
networks provide a backbone for shorter trips, much in the way the Interstate
Highway System is used by many people as a bypass for short trips from

one on-ramp to the next off-ramp. Completing the following networks are key
strategies for promoting regional trips:

1. Regional Greenway Network (RGN): The planned RGN is a 2,200-
mile system of separated bikeways mostly using riverbeds, drainage
channels and utility corridors. The RGN connects to the regional

bikeway network. This strategy provides the opportunity to better
integrate urban green space, active transportation and watershed
management, providing new urban green space for residents to go to
for travel and recreation, including low-stress access to the California
Coastal Trail. Benefits include increased health, improved safety and
enhanced quality of life. These low-stress bikeways, connected to
the regional bikeway network and local bikeways, should provide

an attractive option for those bicyclists who do not wish to ride along
roadways with motor vehicles. They include the High Desert Corridor;
Santa Ana River Trail; OC Loop; Los Angeles River; San Gabriel River;
San Jose Creek; Rio Hondo River; Ballona Creek; Bike Route 33; and
CVLink.

Regional Bikeway Network (RBN): The planned RBN consists of
2,220 miles of interconnected bikeways that connect to jurisdictions,
local bikeways and destinations. It connects to the RGN and has
designated routes and wayfinding signage that help bicyclists easily
understand the route structure and destinations. The primary purpose
is to serve regional trips, commuting and recreational bicycling. Using
locally existing and planned local bikeways as the foundation, the
RBN closes gaps, connects jurisdictions, and provides a regional
backbone for local bikeways and greenways. By having assigned
route names/numbers, bicyclists can more easily travel across
jurisdictions without having to frequently consult maps or risk having
bikeways end on busy streets. It is anticipated that trips longer than
three miles will likely be used in part on the RBN. SCAG has identified
12 regionally significant bikeways that connect the region. These
include Bike Route 66; Bike Route 10; Bike Route 126; Pacific Coast
Bike Route; Bike Route 5; Santa Ana River Trail; High Desert Corridor;
Bike Route 33; Los Angeles River; San Gabriel River; Bike Route 86;
and Bike Route 76 (see EXHIBIT 5.3).

California Coastal Trail (CCT)Access: Trails along the coast of
California have been utilized as long as people have inhabited

the region. The CCT was established by the Coastal Act of 1976

to develop a “continuous public right-of-way along the California
coastling; a trail designed to foster appreciation and stewardship of
the scenic and natural resources of the coast through hiking and other
complementary modes of non-motorized transportation.” The 2016
RTP/SCS Active Transportation Appendix identifies the improvements
necessary to help complete the portions of the CCT in Ventura, Los
Angeles and Orange counties and to provide biking and walking
access to the CCT.
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Transit Integration Strategies

Transit Integration refers to a suite of strategies designed to better integrate
active transportation and transit by improving access for pedestrians,

bicyclists and other people traveling under their own power around transit
stations. Active transportation projects that fall within this suite of strategies

are particularly competitive for Cap-and-Trade funding programs. Cap-and-
Trade funding programs include the Affordable Housing and Sustainable
Communities Program (AHSC), which aims to better link housing, transit and
active transportation to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. With this in mind, the
strategies detailed below will be most successfulif they are coordinated with
land use strategies such as TOD and providing affordable housing.

4.

First/Last Mile (to rail): This strategy uses a Complete Streets
approach to maximize the number of people walking or biking to rail.
By 2040, 11 percent of people will live within one half mile of a rail
station, and 27 percent will live within one mile of a rail station. By
increasing the comfort and removing barriers to walking or biking,
more people willwalk or bike to transit stations. These stations
include all Los Angeles County light rail, subway and fixed guideway
bus stations and Metrolink stations; all Orange County Metrolink
Stations and OC Bravo busways; all San Bernardino County Metrolink
stations and SBx busways; all Riverside County Metrolink stations;
and all Ventura County Metrolink stations.

The existing transit access “shed” is considered the half-mile radius
around a station (requiring a 10-minute walk), although in many
cases the access shed is much smaller due to barriers in the built
environment (a lack of crosswalks, long blocks, unsafe overpasses
or underpasses). The strategy of developing first/last mile solutions
willincrease the number of people walking within and beyond one
half mile, by creating the conditions that allow people to travel

a longer distance in the same amount of time (10 minutes). The
number of bicyclists accessing transit is also anticipated to increase,
both within the one-mile bike access shed and beyond to a new
bike access shed of three miles (requiring a 15-minute bike ride).
Infrastructure improvements may include dedicated bike routes,
sidewalk enhancements, mid-block crossings (short-cuts), reduced
waiting periods at traffic signals, bicycle parking, signage and
wayfinding, and others.

In Los Angeles County, Metro has proposed an extensive active
transportation network to support first/last mile access, including
pathways that extend one half mile around each of the Metro stations.

The pathways are envisioned to provide facilities and design elements
that are consistent across the transit system, enabling seamless and
intuitive door-to-door journeys. Pathways will be established along
the most heavily traveled routes to transit stations, connecting riders
to and from population and employment centers and other major
destinations. They will improve and shorten the time it takes to access
transit, enhancing the overall transit experience. The pathways will
also facilitate transfers between modes, including traditional modes
such as buses and park and ride lots, as well as new mability options
such as bike share and car share that can be integrated throughout
active transportation networks.

First/last mile plans that include many of the same investments as
outlined in Metro’s first/last mile plan have been completed in Orange
and San Bernardino counties as well. The regional strategy builds
upon these planned investments, proposing enhancements at 224
rail stations by 2040.

Livable Corridors: From an active transportation standpoint, this
strategy is similar to the first/last mile strategy noted above, but

it targets high-quality bus corridors rather than the rail and fixed
guideway system. (Planning for growth around Livable Corridors is
also an important land use strategy) Livable Corridors share many
of the same characteristics as transit-oriented rail corridors, but they
have lower density development./Active transportation investments
focus on sidewalk maintenance/enhancement, intersection
improvements, bicycle lanes and bicycle boulevards to facilitate safe
and easy access to mixed-use commercial nodes where residents can
meet most of their daily needs and access bus service. In addition,
this strategy promotes the inclusion of bike lanes, shared bus-bike
lanes or separated bikeways. These run along or parallel to the main
corridor to promote inter-regional connectivity. In developing the
2016 RTP/SCS, SCAG identified just under 3,000 miles of potential
Livable Corridors. However, the investments proposed in the Plan
under this strategy are not tied to a specific corridor; rather, the Plan
assumes resources to support 670 miles accessing and along 154
miles of corridor. The Plan also provides policy language to support
a much broader rollout of Livable Corridors to inspire and support
local planning for projects. Having plans prepared with shovel-ready
projects will allow our region to effectively compete for Affordable
Housing and Sustainable Communities Program Inter-Connected
Projects.
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Biking & Walking in the Region
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Go Human and Traffic Safety

Across the SCAG region, the nature of streets and types of travel on them is
changing dramatically. Bicycling is growing in popularity and the expansion
of transit and explosion of new mobility services, like Uber and Lyft, means
more people are walking and biking to make connections. However,

as more people bicycle and walk, safety for these modes becomes
increasingly important. In the SCAG region in 2012, 27 percent and five
percent of all traffic fatalities were pedestrians and bicyclists, respectively.

Funded by a $2.3 million grant from the 2014 California Active
Transportation Program, SCAG and its partners launched Go Human, a
campaign to promote traffic safety and encourage people to walk or bike.
Go Human is a reminder to all that people on the road are not just objects
that getin our way—they are human beings. In late September 2015,
messaging encouraging drivers to slow down and look for pedestrians and
cyclists was distributed across all six counties in both English and Spanish.
Advertisements appeared on local transit buses, bus shelters, Facebook,
Pandora and local radio stations throughout the region. The launch date
coincided with the decline in daylight hours, a period when pedestrian
collisions begin to peak.

Go Human is a collaborative effort with county transportation commissions,
county health departments and local cities and jurisdictions across the
region. SCAG has worked with partners to expand the initial advertising
purchases through partner newsletters, advertisements on websites,
posters in local facilities and on social media. For example, the Los Angeles
County Department of Public Works donated advertising space at 100

bus shelters. SCAG's funding also includes the production of toolkits and
trainings to promote active transportation and the implementation of open
streets and temporary events starting in spring 2016. For more information
on the campaign, visit www.gohumansocal.org.

¢J©human





6. Bike Share Services: Bike share is a point-to-point service combining
the convenience of a bicycle with the accessibility of public
transportation.® Using closely packed bike rental kiosks in heavily
urbanized areas, bike share is designed to replace short-distance
motor vehicle trips, reduce parking demand and complement
local bus services such as DASH in the City of Los Angeles. Most
importantly, bike share acts as a first/last mile strategy and it will
be closely integrated with high quality transit stations. Los Angeles
Metro, Santa Monica and Long Beach are currently implementing bike
share within Los Angeles County. Bike share is anticipated to grow
beyond these initial areas over the course of the Plan. A pilot program
was recently completed in the City of Fullerton, in Orange County.
The University of California, Irvine already has a bike share system in
place for students and faculty. The regional bike share system will be
comprised of about 8,800 bikes and 880 stations/kiosks.

Short Trips Strategies

For the purposes of this RTP/SCS, SCAG considers short trips as any trip less
than three miles. These trips are primarily the utilitarian trips we take every

day to the store, school or a restaurant. Planning policy objectives, including
reducing VMT and greenhouse gas emissions and improving public health,
depend highly on our region’s ability to address these short trips. That's because
trips less than three miles account for 38 percent of all trips in the region. Short
trips can easily be taken by walking or biking.

The land use strategies described earlier in this chapter and promoted by the
2016 RTP/SCS seek to improve location efficiency—in other words, minimize
the distance between origins and destinations to create even more short trips

in the future. The short trip strategies described below aim to ensure that the
roadway network evolves to help realize the walkable/bikeable vision advanced
by land use strategies in regional and local plans, and improve mobility and
reduce travel times in locations that are already considered location-efficient.

7. Sidewalk Quality: The Plan calls for 10,500 miles of sidewalks to
be repaired or improved. This includes making them Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliant and adding amenities such as
exercise spots (logs or other no-maintenance objects that can be used
for sitting, stretching or mild exercise) and rest seats for older walkers.

6 King County Bike Share Business Plan. (2012). The Bike Share Partnership. Accessed at
http://altaplanning.com/wp-content/uploads/King_County_Bike_Share_Business_Plan_0.
pdf.

These improvements are in addition to sidewalk enhancements
incorporated into the other active transportation strategies.

8. Local Bikeway Networks: The region’s Local Bikeway Networks
promote local mobility, while also providing the needed bikeway
density to interconnect with the regional bikeway network. The Plan
proposes expanding the local bikeway network by an additional
6,016 miles. This is in addition to the 2,760 additional bikeway miles
incorporated into other active transportation strategies, bringing total
regional, local and greenway bikeway mileage to 12,700.

9. Neighborhood Mobility Areas: This strategy is targeted to locations
that have a high proportion of short trips due to the mix of land uses,
a fairly dense street grid pattern and the presence of locally serving
retail destinations. These locations, however, do not benefit from high
quality transit. Where Livable Corridors focus on connections to a
corridor, Neighborhood Mobility Areas focus on connections within the
neighborhood—to schools, places of worship, parks or greenways,
and other destinations. SCAG has identified potential locations in
the region to establish Neighborhood Mobility Areas. However, the
investments proposed in the Plan under this strategy are not tied to
a specific community. Some of the practices that inform this concept
include: Level of Traffic Stress (LTS) bicycle planning, NEV planning,
Plug-in Vehicle (PEV) readiness planning and a geographic analysis
of commute trip lengths. These planning practices are based on the
idea that non-auto trips increase as the perceived danger and anxiety
for the user decreases.

Education/Encouragement Strategies

Getting more people to bike and walk is not just about building the
infrastructure. Individuals must feel safe biking and walking. The 2016 RTP/
SCS Safety campaigns have two strategies: Safe Routes to School, which
focuses on instilling safe habits at a young age while encouraging walking
and biking to school; and a Safety/Encouragement campaign, which aims to
reach all roadway users through a mix of education and training seminars and
encouragement strategies.

10. Safe Routes to School: Safe Routes to School is a comprehensive
TDM strategy aimed at encouraging children to walk and bicycle
to school. It includes a wide variety of implementation strategies
centered on the "6 Es"—Education, Encouragement, Engineering,
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Enforcement, Evaluation and Equity. When implemented, the 6 Es
improve safety, reduce congestion and VMT, improve air quality
and increase the physical activity of students and their parents—
which improves public health outcomes. SCAG works with each
county through SCAG's sustainability joint work programs, which
are collaborative planning programs designed to support regional
sustainability goals through local projects. Each joint-work program
includes a Safe Routes to School program component.

1. Education/Encouragement Campaigns: Safety campaigns that
employ advertising, public service announcements and media kits
are designed to educate the public on the importance of safety. Other
efforts aim to educate bicyclists, pedestrians and motorists on the
rights and responsibilities of sharing the road. The 2016 RTP/SCS
anticipates that these campaigns will be conducted every five years
during the course of the Plan.

Highways and Arterials

The majority of trips in our region today is still made on our region’s highways
and arterials. Yet, the expansion of our highways and arterials has slowed down
over the last decade. Revenue from traditional sources to fund transportation
improvements is declining and costly expansions to address congestion may
not be financially feasible. However, given that critical gaps and congestion
chokepoints still exist within the network, improvements beyond TSM and TDM
strategies need to be considered. Closing these gaps to complete the system
will allow residents and visitors alike to enjoy improved access to opportunities
such as jobs, education, recreation and healthcare.

Our highways and arterials serve as a crucial backbone of our overall regional
transportation network. As part of the 2016 RTP/SCS, SCAG continues to
advocate for a comprehensive solution based on a system management
approach to manage and maintain our highway and arterial network. Although
we recognize that we can no longer rely on system expansion alone to address
our mobility needs, critical gaps and congestion chokepoints in the network
still hinder access to certain parts of the region. County transportation plans
have identified projects to close these gaps, eliminate congestion chokepoints
and complete the system. Such improvements are included in the 2016
RTP/SCS. EXHIBIT 5.4 and TABLE 5.5 highlight some of the proposed
highway completion projects. For projects that are currently or will be going
through environmental clearance, SCAG would update the list as part of
future RTP amendments if warranted by the nature of the project changes. A
comprehensive list of projects is provided in the Project List Appendix.

Our region boasts one of the most comprehensive High Occupancy Vehicle
(HOV) systems in the nation and heavy investments have been made to expand
it. As part of the Plan, strategic HOV gap closures, highway-to-highway direct
HQOV connectors, and HOV direct access ramps need to be proposed as a
strategy to complete the system. In addition, it should be noted that various
highways within Orange County feature continuous access on certain HOV
lanes. Studies have shown that continuous access HOV lanes do not perform
any worse compared with limited access HOV lanes. TABLE 5.6 highlights
some of the Plan’s major HOV projects.

Our region’s arterial system is comprised of local streets and roads that serve
many different functions. One is to link our region’s residents with schools,
jobs, healthcare, recreation, retail and other destinations. Our region’s arterials
account for more than 80 percent of the total road network and they carry a
majority of overall traffic. A number of arterials run parallel to major highways
and they can provide alternatives to them..Beyond motor vehicles, our arterials
serve other modes of travel, including transit and active transportation. The
2016 RTP/SCS proposes a variety of arterial projects and improvements
throughout the region. Operational and technological improvements can
maximize system productivity through various cost-effective and non-labor
intensive means—beyond improvements to expand capacity. These include
signal synchronization, spot widening and adding grade separations at major
intersections. In addition, as part of the Complete Streets Deputy Directive’ (DD-
64-R2), improvements such as bicycle lanes, lighting, landscaping, sidewalk
widening and ADA compliance measures have shifted the focus of arterials
toward considering multiple users—while also providing a greater sense of
place. The 2016 RTP/SCS highways and local arterials framework and guiding
principles are summarized here:

e Focus on achieving maximum productivity through strategic
investments in system management and demand management.

e Focus on adding capacity primarily (but not exclusively) to:
m Close gapsinthe system.
m Improve access where needed.

e Support policies and system improvements that will encourage the
seamless operation of our roadway network from a user perspective.

7 Complete Streets — Integrating the Transportation System. (2014) [Deputy Directive].
California Department of Transportation. Accessed at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/ha/tpp/
offices/ocp/docs/dd_64_r2.pdf.
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numerous threats that include both natural and human caused incidents. As
such, a mitigation program related to safety is included in the PEIR.

SCAG developed mitigation measures include, but are not limited to, the
facilitation of minimizing impacts to emergency access through ongoing
regional planning efforts such as meetings with local member agencies,
maintain forums with policy makers, and workshops with local, regional,

and state partners such as Department of Transportation, Congestion
Management Agencies, Fire Department, and other local enforcement
agencies during consultation on development and maintenance of the Regional
Transportation Plan.

Consistent with the provisions of Section 15091 of the State CEQA
Guidelines, county and city general plans and congestion management
programs, transportation standards-based mitigation measures may include,
but are not limited to:

e Promote ride sharing programs e.g., by designating a certain
percentage of parking spaces for high-occupancy vehicles, providing
larger parking spaces to accommodate vans used for ride-sharing,
and designating adequate passenger loading and unloading and
waiting areas.

e Encourage bicycling to transit facilities by providing additional bicycle
parking, locker facilities, and bike lane access to transit facilities when
feasible.

e Encourage the use of public transit systems by enhancing safety
and cleanliness on vehicles and in and around stations, providing
shuttle service to public transit, offering public transit incentives and
providing public education and publicity about public transportation
services.

e Encourage bicycling and walking by incorporating bicycle lanes into
street systems in regional transportation plans, new subdivisions,
and large developments, creating bicycle lanes and walking
paths directed to the location of schools and other logical points of
destination and provide adequate bicycle parking, and encouraging
commercial projects to include facilities on-site to encourage

employees to bicycle or walk to work.

e Build or fund a major transit stop within or near transit, or transit-
oriented development.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Impacts to utilities and service systems from the 2016 RTP/SCS include

the potential for the construction of new utility infrastructure or expansion of
existing infrastructure. Additional impacts could result in an increased amount
of pollutants in urban runoff attributed to landscape irrigation, highway runoff,
and illicit dumping. As mentioned previously, implementation of the Plan would
increase impervious surfaces in the SCAG region through a combination of
transportation projects and development influenced by land use strategies.
Additional impacts such as insufficient water supply, strain to wastewater and
solid waste treatment plants could also occur.

SCAG developed mitigation measures include, but are not limited to, working
with local jurisdictions and water quality agencies, to encourage regional-
scale planning for improved water quality management/demand and pollution
prevention, providing opportunities for information sharing with respect to
wastewater treatment and program development in the region.

Consistent with the provisions of Section 15091 of the State CEQA Guidelines,
and within the responsibility of local jurisdictions including the Imperial,
Riverside, San Bernardino, Los Angeles, Ventura and Orange Counties Flood
Control District, utilities and service systems standards-based mitigation
measures may include, but are not limited to:

e Reduce exterior consumptive uses of water in public areas, and
should promote reductions in private homes and businesses, by
shifting to drought-tolerant native landscape plantings (xeriscaping),
using weather-based irrigation systems.

e Reuse and minimize construction and demolition (C&D) debris and
diversion of C&D waste from landfills to recycling facilities.

e Implement or expand city or county-wide recycling and composting
programs for residents and businesses.
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PERFORMANCE MEASURE 12: AVIATION NOISE IMPACTS

The SCAG region supports the nation’s largest regional airport system, in
terms of the number of airports and overall aircraft operations operating in a
very complex airspace environment. This system has six established air carrier
airports, including Los Angeles International (LAX), Burbank Bob Hope, John
Wayne, Long Beach, Ontario and Palm Springs. There are also four emerging
air carrier airports within the Inland Empire and in North Los Angeles County.
These include San Bernardino International Airport, March Inland Port (joint
use with March Air Reserve Base), Southern California Logistics Airport and
Palmdale Airport (joint use with Air Force Plant 42).

The regional aviation system also includes more than 40 general aviation
airports and two commuter airports—for a total of more than 55 public use
airports. Although the projected demand for airport capacity has decreased

in comparison with what was projected in the 2012 RTP/SCS, there is still
moderate growth expected in the future. The challenge is striking a balance
between the aviation capacity needs of Southern California and the quality of
life for people living near airports. This measure evaluates the impact of aviation
noise on neighborhoods close to airports and examines the potential impacts on
environmental justice populations specifically.

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 13: ROADWAY NOISE IMPACTS

The SCAG region has an extensive roadway system consisting of more than
70,000 lane miles. It includes one of the country’s most extensive HOV

lane systems and a growing network of toll lanes, as well as express lanes.
The region also has a vast network of arterials and other minor roadways

and noise may cause significant environmental concerns. Noise associated
with highway traffic depends on a number of factors that include traffic
volumes, vehicle speed, vehicle fleet mix (cars, trucks) and the location of the
highway with respect to schools, daycare facilities, parks and other “sensitive
receptors.” According to FHWA guidance, noise impacts occur when noise
levels increase substantially in comparison with existing levels. Impacts are
assessed in this section by examining how the RTP/SCS affects roadway
noise and by determining the population groups that could potentially be most
impacted by roadway noise.

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 14: ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION
HAZARDS

Encouraging a healthier, more active lifestyle in all of our communities is
one of the featured goals of this Plan. Making walking and bicycling safer

transportation options is key to attracting more people to choose these
alternatives. Bicycling or walking along roadwauys in close proximity with

motor vehicles is often perceived as dangerous, and reducing hazards in the
pedestrian and cycling environment is a primary strategy toward achieving our
goal of promoting healthier, more active communities.

As a new environmental justice indicator for the 2016 RTP/SCS, Active
Transportation Hazards seeks to evaluate incidences of motor vehicle
collisions involving bicyclists and pedestrians in our communities, with the
goal of promoting an improved environment for active transportation users
and encouraging more residents to make the choice to walk or bicycle in their
communities. As with other environmental justice performance measures, this
indicator will be used to identify patterns of active transportation hazards and
potential disparities among our various communities.

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 15: RAIL-RELATED IMPACTS

Freight rail emissions account for five percent of all NOx emissions and four
percent of all PM emissions generated by regional goods movement activities,
as described in the Goods Movement Appendix. When compared with all
regional PM and NOx sources, the contributions by freight rail emissions is even
lower. However, environmental pollution from locomotives, rail yards and other
rail facilities must be considered, as concentrations of rail activities can cause
localized rail-related pollution. In response to input from our federal partners,
SCAG developed a summary analysis to address potential environmental
justice impacts in areas adjacent to railroads and rail facilities, although

further discussion and analysis is recommended. This outcome analyzes
environmental justice communities adjacent to railroads and rail facilities, rail
impacts to sensitive receptors, and examines environmental justice concerns
that may potentially be alleviated by grade separation projects.

PERFORMANCE MEASURE 16: PUBLIC HEALTH IMPACT

A new environmental justice indicator for the 2016 RTP/SCS, the Public
Health measure seeks to evaluate the potential disparity among communities
in the SCAG region in terms of public health issues that may be associated
with historical toxic exposure and local transportation infrastructure. Like the
Active Transportation Hazards measure discussed previously, inclusion of

this new analysis is intended to further the goal of fostering healthier lifestyle
choices in all of our communities. It is a key goal of this Plan to provide more
and better opportunities for physical activity and other healthy lifestyle choices
throughout the SCAG region.
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TABLE 2 Financially-Constrained RTP/SCS Projects - Continued

. Completion | Project Cost
m e M “ ($1,000's)

County: Riverside

LOCAL TEMECULA 991206-991206 0 BUTTERFIELD STAGE RD EXTENSIONS: EXTEND 2014 $43,536
HIGHWAY MURRIETA HOT SPRINGS RD (4 LNS) FROM

BUTTERFIELD STAGE RD TO SERAPHINA RD;

BUTTERFIELD STAGE RD (4 LNS) FROM RANCHO

CALIFORNIA RD TO MURRIETAHOT SPRINGS RD; &

NICHOLAS RD (4 LNS) FROM BUTTERFIELD STAGE

RD.TO CALLE GIRASOL

LOCAL TEMECULA RIVOB0OT113 0 CONSTRUCT NEW 4 LANE BRIDGE OVER MURRIETA 2016 $10,366
HIGHWAY CREEK (PART OF WESTERN BYPASS CORRIDOR)

INCLUDING APPROACHES, CURB & GUTTER,

SIDEWALKS, & STORM DRAIN FACILITIES

LOCAL TEMECULA RIVO60114 0 IN SOUTHWEST TEMECULA: DESIGN AND CONSTRUCT 2020 $13,500
HIGHWAY 4 LANE WESTERN BYPASS CORRIDOR (PHASE 1) FROM

SR79 SOUTH TO RANCHO CALIFORNIA RD
LOCAL TEMECULA RIV62029 0 SR79 SOUTH LAPAZ ST SR79 SOUTH IN SOUTHWEST RIVERSIDE COUNTY IN TEMECULA 2015 $2,364
HIGHWAY ON TEMECULA PKWY (FORMERLY SR79) AT LA PAZ

ST: ACQUIRE LAND, DESIGN AND CONSTRUCT PARK-
AND-RIDE LOT - 157 SPACES. OTHER IMPROVEMENTS
INCLUDE THE CONSTRUCTION OF 10 BICYCLE
LOCKERS, PASSENGER LOAD/UNLOAD ZONE AND

ADAACCESSIBLE PARKING.
LOCAL VARIOUS AGENCIES 3AL104 0 ARTERIAL COACHELLAVALLEY EASTERN COUNTY WIDEN/RECONSTRUCT/ 2026 $116,699
HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS REHABILITATE REGIONAL ARTERIALS
LOCAL VARIOUS AGENCIES 3AL204 0 ARTERIAL COUNTYWIDE WIDEN/CONSTRUCT REGIONAL ARTERIALS 2026 $553,031
HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS
LOCAL VARIOUS AGENCIES 3AL304 0 ARTERIAL WESTERN COUNTY WESTERN COUNTY WIDEN/REHABILITATE 2026 $211,437
HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS ARTERIAL IMPROVEMENTS
LOCAL VARIOUS AGENCIES 3ITS07 0 ITS COUNTYWIDE ITS LUMP SUM FOR RIVERSIDE COUNTY ARTERIALS 2039 $137,592
HIGHWAY
LOCAL VARIOUS AGENCIES 3NLO4 0 NON-MOTORIZED COUNTYWIDE VARIOUS PEDESTRIAN AND BIKEWAY NON- 2040 $115,079

HIGHWAY MOTORIZED IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS
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ATTACHMENT B

ENGINEER’S CHECKLIST





Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Callfor Projects - Application Form — Attachment B

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects
Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC’s
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide and regional ATP selection processes.

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the
application:

Chapter 7; Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer's Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles
and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stamped by a licensed civil engineer.

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application's technical information and engineering data
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the project’s Scope,
Cost and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC’s PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped by the engineer until the final application and
application attachments are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

l
1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials: 12 J
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials: “ME
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” limits and limits of eac
primary element of the project. Scale must be shown on the plan/map
b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths

d. Show agency's right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)

o

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials:
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

4. Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineer’s Initials: m

a. The Caltrans Project Estimate (Attachment F) must be filled out per the instructions and attached to the
application, in the appropriate location.

b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs. The non-participating (or ineligible) costs must be consistent with Caltrans guidelines
as shown in Local Assistance Program Guidelines chapter 22.6

d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC, certified community conservation corps, or tribal
corps on need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost






Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3

ATP Callfor Projects - Application Form — Attachment B

5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer’s Initials:
a. Confirmation that crash data shown is depicted accurately, is shown to scale, and occurred within influence

area of proposed improvements.

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials: &_

a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project
schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable federal requirements

and timeframes.

b. “Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified

c. “Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MOUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,

project permits, etc.

d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with Implementing Agency’s
expected project milestone dates and available matching funds.

7. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable)

Engineer’s Initials:

a. For new Traffic Control Signals — an engineering study that includes analysis of Signal Warrants 1- 9
D N/A (CA MUTCD) must be submitted. For ATP funding, warrants 4, 5 or 7 should be met but the final
decision to install a signal must be made by the engineer. The engineering study (and any additional
documentation of the engineering judgment supporting the Traffic Control Signal, if needed) must
include the name and license number of the responsible engineer and must be attached to the

application in the “Additional Attachments” section.

8. Additional narration and documentation:
a. The textin the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate
b. When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.

Licensed Engineer:

Name (Last, First):lA[qa,{ g N ino

Title: | Pringipel Engineer

Engineer License Number [ 915551

Signature:%ﬂ%

Date: | 6/7 //é

Email: | nqé.,/@c;-h;; s€ hewet .05

Phone: | g/ .%5-3447

Engineer’s Initials:

Engineer's Stamp:
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Influence Area

Limits:

Part B Question 3 - Collision Data

North-Esplanade Ave, South-Chambers St, East-State St, West-Lyon Ave

Date Range: 1/1/09 - 12/31/13

Total Number of Collisions: 73

Severity: Collision Type:

Fatal Collisions: 2 Head-On: 1 Pedestrian Collisions: 34

Severe Injury Collisions: 9 Sideswipe: 3 Bicycle Collisions: 39

Other Visible Injury Collisions: 34 Rear End: 2

Complaint of Pain Collisions: 28 Broadside: 27

PDO Collisions: 0 Vehicle/Pedestrian: 33

Other: 7

Report Number Number
Number Date Time Dist. (ft) Direction Type of Collision Primary Collision Factor Involved With Degree of Injury Injured Killed
4038955 01/13/09 11:53 185 E Broadside Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
4121114 02/20/09 10:26 54 N Vehicle/Pedestrian Improper Turning Pedestrian Injury (Severe) 2 0
4148171 02/27/09 13:17 0 In Int. Broadside Improper Turning Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
4014987 03/02/09 18:55 0 In Int. Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Right of Way Pedestrian 0 1
4182051 03/07/09 19:34 0 In Int. Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Right of Way Pedestrian Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
4185469 03/31/09 2:00 0 In Int. Broadside Unsafe Speed Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
4185515 04/07/09 12:34 300 W Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Right of Way Pedestrian Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
4203951 04/11/09 16:54 10 E Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Right of Way Pedestrian Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
4224484 04/28/09 14:36 195 E Vehicle/Pedestrian Automobile Right of Way Pedestrian Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
4246790 05/23/09 15:02 0 In Int. Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Right of Way Pedestrian Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
4406541 09/08/09 11:11 0 In Int. Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Severe) 1 0
4406462 09/18/09 12:56 181 E Broadside Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
4587898 01/21/10 17:57 50 W Broadside Automobile Right of Way Bicycle Injury (Severe) 1 0
4587882 01/26/10 17:55 6 N Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Right of Way Pedestrian Injury (Severe) 1 0
4602709 02/05/10 11:48 22 S Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Right of Way Pedestrian Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
4634203 02/27/10 19:25 235 S Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Severe) 1 0
4625395 03/13/10 22:16 60 W Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
4676282 04/06/10 14:58 0 In Int. Other Pedestrian Violation Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
4684821 04/20/10 21:40 1135 N Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
4708892 05/01/10 12:25 20 N Broadside Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
4708908 05/03/10 7:43 0 In Int. Broadside Automobile Right of Way Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
4698402 05/10/10 9:29 31 W Sideswipe Automobile Right of Way Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
4710241 05/12/10 9:28 110 S Broadside Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
4783521 05/21/10 20:50 0 In Int. Other Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
4785692 06/18/10 10:10 138 S Broadside Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
4826713 08/04/10 11:37 0 In Int. Other Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
4912209 09/06/10 11:09 0 In Int. Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Right of Way Pedestrian Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
4936470 10/18/10 5:10 378 E Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Right of Way Pedestrian Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
4926335 11/11/10 6:57 0 In Int. Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Right of Way Pedestrian 0 1
4973152 11/12/10 12:56 0 In Int. Broadside Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
5008295 12/01/10 15:05 510 E Vehicle/Pedestrian Unsafe Starting or Braking Pedestrian Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
5013049 12/20/10 17:21 0 In Int. Broadside Automobile Right of Way Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
5087222 03/03/11 9:19 0 In Int. Broadside Automobile Right of Way Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0

Source: TIMS Query & Map Tool (SWITRS)






5128904 04/06/11 4:51 30 W Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Severe) 1 0
5198444 04/26/11 13:34 110 N Head-On Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
5280237 05/29/11 11:27 5 W Broadside Unknown Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
5232250 05/30/11 11:30 0 In Int. Broadside Traffic Signals and Signs Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
5303660 08/13/11 23:55 329 W Broadside Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
5408299 08/14/11 17:39 202 E Broadside Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
5302662 08/29/11 14:04 0 In Int. Broadside Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
5335579 09/10/11 14:23 69 W Rear End Improper Turning Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
5350024 09/12/11 8:42 0 In Int. Broadside Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
5415813 11/22/11 17:14 250 E Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
5446333 12/08/11 15:20 339 N Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
5446481 12/19/11 16:49 0 In Int. Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Right of Way Pedestrian Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
5457774 01/09/12 14:43 14 S Broadside Traffic Signals and Signs Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
5584373 04/17/12 14:41 297 N Broadside Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
5620972 05/11/12 21:12 168 N Other Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
5620980 05/16/12 8:28 517 N Broadside Improper Turning Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
5630460 05/21/12 9:49 138 W Broadside Improper Turning Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
5739321 07/17/12 8:56 136 S Vehicle/Pedestrian Unsafe Starting or Braking Pedestrian Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
5971072 11/08/12 22:00 5 w Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
5931917 12/07/12 7:40 0 In Int. Broadside Automobile Right of Way Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
5925703 12/09/12 21:49 0 In Int. Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
5964570 12/29/12 14:46 0 In Int. Broadside Automobile Right of Way Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
6020484 02/05/13 18:27 508 E Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Severe) 1 0
6011945 03/19/13 20:39 792 S Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
6069239 04/03/13 5:15 78 E Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Severe) 2 0
6058527 04/15/13 20:16 7 N Broadside Wrong Side of Road Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
6058526 04/23/13 8:00 375 N Sideswipe Lights Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
6069247 04/30/13 15:24 192 E Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
6121125 06/05/13 14:16 46 W Rear End Traffic Signals and Signs Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
6121157 06/14/13 22:59 0 In Int. Broadside Traffic Signals and Signs Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
6142059 07/01/13 13:59 491 N Broadside Improper Turning Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
6217340 08/23/13 8:44 949 N Vehicle/Pedestrian Automobile Right of Way Pedestrian Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
6195803 08/26/13 16:40 8 S Other Automobile Right of Way Bicycle Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0
6285732 09/28/13 19:51 105 N Other Unsafe Lane Change Bicycle Injury (Severe) 1 0
6237101 10/06/13 19:39 515 N Sideswipe Unsafe Lane Change Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 2 0
6336111 10/14/13 7:10 15 E Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Right of Way Pedestrian Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
6263696 10/22/13 12:30 100 E Other Automobile Right of Way Bicycle Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
6330373 11/19/13 15:31 419 E Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
6374786 12/13/13 17:43 0 In Int. Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Violation Pedestrian Injury (Other Visible) 1 0
6316944 12/23/13 12:43 0 In Int. Vehicle/Pedestrian Pedestrian Right of Way Pedestrian Injury (Complaint of Pain) 1 0

Source: TIMS Query & Map Tool (SWITRS)
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Ashley Adamos

From: Ashley Adamos

Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2016 5:29 PM

To: '‘atp@ccc.ca.gov'

Cc: Dawn Wilson; Nick Minicilli (nick.minicilli@stctraffic.com); 'Nino Abad'; Nancy Beltran
Subject: ATP Cycle 3 Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect

Attachments: 2016-06-08 Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect_Conservation Corps.zip

Attn: Wei Hsieh

Please see attached for the City of Hemet’s ATP Cycle 3 Application for your review.
The file may also be downloaded from the following link: https://stctraffic.sharefile.com/d-s06686e971944b1b8

The following is provided:
e Project Title
e Project Description
Detailed Estimate
Project Schedule
e Project Map
e Preliminary Plan

We look forward to receiving a response in regards to the California Conservation Corps participating in our project.

Ashley Adamos, EIT

!
a4
\-.-A\Q?
2794 Loker Avenue West, Suite 102
Carlsbad, CA 92010
(760)585-4513
ashley.adamos@stctraffic.com






Ashley Adamos

From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov> on behalf of ATP@CCC
<ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>

Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2016 1:45 PM

To: Ashley Adamos

Subject: FW: ATP Cycle 3 Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect

Hi Ashley,

The CCC is unable to assist with this project. Please include a copy of this email with your application.
Thank you,

Melanie Wallace

Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps
1719 24" Street

Sacramento, CA 95816

0 (916)341-3153

M (916)508-1167

F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov

Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:

SaveOurWater.com - Drought.CA.gov

From: Ashley Adamos [mailto:ashley.adamos@stctraffic.com]

Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2016 5:31 PM

To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>

Cc: Dawn Wilson <dawn.wilson@STCTraffic.com>; Nick Minicilli <nick.minicilli@stctraffic.com>; Nino Abad
<NAbad@cityofhemet.org>; Nancy Beltran <NBeltran@cityofhemet.org>

Subject: ATP Cycle 3 Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect

Attn: Wei Hsieh

Please see attached for the City of Hemet’s ATP Cycle 3 Application for your review.
The file may also be downloaded from the following link: https://stctraffic.sharefile.com/d-s06686e971944b1b8

The following is provided:
e Project Title
e Project Description
e Detailed Estimate
e Project Schedule
e Project Map
e Preliminary Plan





HEMET VALLEY BIKEWAY CONNECT

Project Title and Project Description





City of Hemet — 2016 Active Transportation Program
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project

Project Title: Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect

Project Description: Install Class Il and Class Il bicycle lanes, bicycle detection, bike boxes, bike lockers,
bike repair stations, sidewalk, curb, gutter, curb ramps, and transportation mobility station with bicycle
staging area, complimenting neighboring projects. A community outreach campaign is included to

promote safety and healthy lifestyle goals.

State of California — Department of Transportation

ATP Cycle 3 Application






HEMET VALLEY BIKEWAY CONNECT

Detailed Estimate





Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3 DRAFT

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data. Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency:|City of Hemet I Date:[6/15/2016

Project Description:[install Class Il and Class Il bicycle lanes, bicycle detection, bike boxes, bike lockers, bike repair stations, sidewalk, curb, gutter, curb ramps, and transportation mol

Project Location: |Palm Ave (Esplanade-Johnston), Whittier Ave (Palm-Gilbert). Johnston Ave (Palm-Gilbert), Gilbert St (Whittier-Chambers), Chambers St (Gilbert-State)

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: |Nin0 Abad | License #: |75551

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

Cost Breakdown
Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible ATP Ineligible Corps/CCC
Costs/Items Costs/Items to construct
I;e;“ Ttem 5P| Quantity| Units | Unit Cost ‘ . t::‘g:’s R s % $ % $
General Overhead-Related Construction Items
1 Mobilization 1 LS $25,000.00 $25,000 100%|  $25,000
2 |Traffic Control 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100%|  $20,000
3 Storm Water Pollution Preventation Plan 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100%| $10,000
4 |Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100%|  $20,000
General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
5 Excavation 1800 CY $35.00 $63,000 100%|  $63,000
6 Sawcut Existing AC 3000 LF $4.00 $12,000 100%|  $12,000
7 Remove Pedestrian Ramp 31 EA $500.00 $15,500 100%| $15,500
8 Remove Striping 1 LS $25,000.00 $25,000 100%|  $25,000
9 Utility Relocation 1 LS | $250,000.00 $250,000 100%| $250,000
10 |AC Pavement 700 TON $200.00 $140,000 100%| $140,000
11 |Class 2 Aggregate Base 900 CY $50.00 $45,000 100%|  $45,000
12 |Driveway Reconstruction 46 EA $900.00 $41,400 100%| $41,400
13 |Grind and Overlay 265000 | SF $3.00 $795,000 100%| $795,000
14 |Striping Installation 23000 LF $1.00 $23,000 100%|  $23,000
15 |Curb and Gutter 6650 LF $20.00 $133,000 100%| $133,000
16  |PCC Sidewalk 40500 SF $10.00 $405,000 100%| $405,000
17 |Curb Extensions 12 EA $5,000.00 $60,000 100%|  $60,000
18  |Pedestrian Ramp with Truncated Domes 43 EA $2,500.00 $107,500 100%| $107,500
19  |Thermoplastic Continental Crosswalk 5 EA $1,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
20  |Thermoplastic Crosswalk 10 EA $600.00 $6,000 100% $6,000
21  |Class I Bicycle Lane 25000 LF $25.00 $625,000 100%| $625,000
22  [Class III Bicycle Lane - Sign and Post 14 EA $250.00 $3,500 100%|  $3,500
23 |Class III Bicycle Lane - Pavement Markings 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100%| $10,000
24  |Refresh Existing Class II Bicycle Lane Striping 4000 LF $1.00 $4,000 100%|  $4,000
25  |Bike Box 4000 SF $2.00 $8,000 100%]|  $8,000
26  |Bike Detection 4 EA $2,500.00 $10,000 100%|  $10,000
27  |Bike Repair/Comfort Station with Repair Stand, Bench, and Shade Structure 14 EA $2,500.00 $35,000 100%|  $35,000
28  |Mobile Bike Repair Station with Repair Stands and Tools (School) 6 EA $500.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
29  |Loop Detector 47 EA $350.00 $16,450 100%|  $16,450
30 |Traffic Signal Modification 1 EA $8,000.00 $8,000 100%|  $8,000
31 |Wayfinding Signage 60 EA $700.00 $42,000 100%|  $42,000
32 |Transportation Mobility Station-Paved Parking and Bicycle Staging Area 12000 SF $20.00 $240,000 100%|  $240,000
33 |Transportation Mobility Station-Bike Lockers 5 EA $2,000.00 $10,000 100%| $10,000
34 |Transportation Mobility Station-Bike Racks 3 EA $800.00 $2,400 100%|  $2,400
Decorative & Landscaping-related Items (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative, or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)
35 100%
36 100%
37 100%
38 100%
39 100%
40 100%
41 100%
Subtotal of Construction Items:| $3,218.750 $3,218,750
$160,938[<= 5% of cligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable
Construction Item Conti ies (% of Construction Items):| 20.00% $643,750 $643,750
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:| $3,862.,500 $3,862,500
Project Delivery Costs:
Type of Project Cost | Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 385,000 $385,000 | "PE" costs / "CON" costs
Total PE:| § 385,000 $385,000 [ 10% [ 25% Max
Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:| $ -
and Utilities:| $ -
Total RW:| § =
Construction Engineering (CE) | "CE" costs / "CON" costs
Construction Enginecring (CE)] S 305,000 | [ s30s000 ] [ | [ 8% [ 15% Max
Total Project Delivery:| $690,000| | $690,000 | | |
Total Construction Costs: $4,167,500] [ 8995000 | | |
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Total Project Cost:| s4552500)  [s$4,552,500
Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:
The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.
Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic: (See examples shown in the Instructions)
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Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT

Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan

Fill in the following items:

Date: (1)

15-Jun-16

Implementing Agency Name: (2)

City of Hemet

Project Number: (3)

Project Location(s): (4a)

Citywide bicycle and pedestrian safety education program including community events, outreach
campaign, and data collection.

(4b)

Fruitvale Elementary School

(4¢)

Jacob Weins Elementary School

(4d)

Whittier Elementary School

(4e)

McSweeny Elementary School

(4

Rancho Viejo Middle School

(49)

Diamond Valley Middle School

Project Description: (5)

Conduct bicycle and pedestrian safety education programs that promote healthy lifestyles and encourage active
transportation modes along the project route. Events will be held at local schools and at communitywide events.

Evaluation will be conducted at schools to analyze active transportation modes for before and after.

Enter information in each Task Tab, as it applies (Task A, Task B, Task C, Task C, etc.)

For Department use only

You will not be able to fill in the following items. Items will auto-populate once you've entered all "Task" tabs that applies:

Task Summary:

Click the links below
to navigate to
"Task Details" tabs:

Task Task Name Start Date End Date Cost
Task "A" Program Initiation Jan-2020 Mar-2021 $ 23,000.00
Task "B" Events Aug-2022 May-2023 $ 58,000.00
Task "C" Evaluation Oct-2022 Oct-2023 $ 17,000.00
Task "D" $ =
Task "E" $ -
Task "F" $ =
Task "G" $ =
Task "H" $ =
Task "I" $ =
Task "J" $ =
GRAND TOTAL | $ 98,000.00

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






TASK "A" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Program Initiation

Task Summary (5b):[Solicit, select, and manage consultant contract and develop campaign

Task Schedule (5¢): Start Date : [Jan-2020

End Date: [Mar-2021

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Initiate consultant contract for completion of Task B and Task C

Notice to Consultants, Request for Proposal, Selected Proposal

2. Develop branding and marketing for outreach campaign

Marketing Strategy, Website, Logo

3. Presentation to City Council

Presentation and Meeting Attendance

4. Prepare and Distribute Public Service Announcements

Project FAQ sheet and Website Posting

10.

Staff Costs (7):

Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Hoj::fIYb) Per ::Lt,er (70) Total $

Party 1 - |City of Hemet-Traffic Engineer 24 $50.00 $ 1,200.00
Party 2 - |City of Hemet-Administrative/Contracting 8 $25.00 $ 200.00
Party 3 - |Consultant - Outreach Coordinator 10 $110.00 $ 1,100.00
Party 4 - |Consultant-Marketing Director 60 $150.00 $ 9,000.00
Party 5 - |Consultant-Web Designer 40 $150.00 $ 6,000.00

Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 17,500.00

Indirect Costs (7e):

Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 17,500.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered
in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 2,500.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -

Supplies/Materials (9¢):| $ 2,000.00

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ] i (5c)

Incentives (9d):| $ -

Other Direct Costs (9¢):| $ 1,000.00

" enls -

Total Other Costs (99):| $ 5,500.00

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 23,000.00

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






Task "A" Other Costs:

Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Private Mileage Reimbursement ($0.56 per mile - 150 miles per trip) $84/6 $ 500 1. $
2.|Airfare/Lodging $500/4 $ 2,000 2. $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4, $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $

10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total 0 $ 2,500 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Travel Cost:| $ 2,500.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $

Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Printed Materials (English) 1000 EA $1.00 $ 1,000.00 1. $
2.|Printed Marterials (Spanish) 1000 EA $1.00 $ 1,000.00 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ - 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ < 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ o 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ o 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ o 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ o 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 2000 $2 $ 2,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 2,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






Task "A" Other Costs:

Iltemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Translation Services 1 LS $1,000 $ 1,000.00 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ o 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ s 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ © 17. $
18. $ o 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 1 $1,000 $ 1,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






TASK "B" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Events

Task Summary (5b):

Conduct community events to provide awareness and education on healthy lifestyles, active transportation choices, and safety

Task Schedule (5c):

Start Date :|Aug-2022

End Date: [May-2023

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Conduct six (6) bike rodeos at Hemet Unified School District Schools

Flyers, Coordination, Facilitation, and Participation Report

2. Conduct two (2) bicycle safety workshops at local bike shops

Flyers, Coordination, Facilitation, and Participation Report

3. Conduct one (1) Community Health Fair

Flyers, Press Release, Coordination, and Attendance Summary Report

4. Grand Opening Event

Flyers, Press Release, Coordination, Facilitation, and Participation Report

5. Manage consultant staff and provide oversight Progress Reports
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
. . Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Total
gency (7a) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7¢) $
Party 1 - |Consultant - Outreach Coordinator 180 $110.00 $ 19,800.00
Party 2 - |Consultant- Certified Bicycle Instructor 40 $155.00 $ 6,200.00
Party 3 - |City of Hemet Police Department 60 $75.00 $ 4,500.00
Party 4 - |Riverside County Health and Human Services 40 $25.00 $ 1,000.00
Party 5 - |City of Hemet-Traffic Engineer 20 $50.00 $ 1,000.00
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 32,500.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7):| $ 32,500.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered

in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 3,000.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 3,000.00
N . Supplies/Materials (9¢): 8,000.00
[ Itemized “Cther Costs” Section ] i (9] $
Incentives (9d):| $ 6,500.00
Other Direct Costs (9¢e):| $ 5,000.00
"o $ -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 25,500.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 58,000.00

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






Task "B" Other Costs:

Itemized Travel Cost (9a)

Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)

Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task

Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task

Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Private Mileage Reimbursement ($0.56 per mile - 150 miles per trip) $84/6 $ 500 1.|Bike Rodeo Equipment - Safety Vests, Safety Cones, Barriers 1 LS $500 $ 500.00
2.|Airfare/Lodging $500/5 $ 2,500 2.|Bicycles for Bike Safety Training Demos 4 EA $250 $ 1,000.00
3. $ 3.|Bicycle Helmets for Bike Safety Training Demos 5 EA $20 $ 100.00
4, $ 4.|Bicycle Repair Stand 4 EA $150 $ 600.00
5. $ 5.|Bike Repair Kit 4 EA $150 $ 600.00
6. $ 6.|Children's Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety Videos 8 EA $25 $ 200.00
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $
10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total 0 $ 3,000 Total: 26 $1,095 $ 3,000.00
Total Travel Cost: $ 3,000.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $ 3,000.00
Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Printing - Posters, Flyers, Mailers, Handouts, Bike Maps, Surveys, etc. 7500 EA $1 $ 7,500.00 1.|Bike Lights with Logo 1000 EA $4.50 $ 4,500.00
2.|Office Supplies - Binders, Clip Boards, Paper, Printer Cartridges, etc. 100 EA $5 $ 500.00 2.|Reflective Bike Registration Tags 1000 EA $0.50 $ 500.00
3. $ - 3.|Reflective Legband with Logo 1000 EA $1.50 $ 1,500.00
4. $ - 4. $ -
5. $ - 5. $ -
6. $ - 6. $ -
7. $ - 7. $ -
8. $ = 8. $ =
9. $ - 9. $ -
10. $ - 10. $ -
11. $ - 11. $ -
12. $ - 12. $ -
13. $ - 13. $ -
14. $ - 14. $ -
15. $ - 15. $ -
16. $ - 16. $ -
17. $ - 17. $ -
18. $ - 18. $ -
19. $ - 19. $ -
20. $ - 20. $ -
Total: 7600 $6 $ 8,000.00 Total: 3000 $7 $ 6,500.00
Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 8,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $ 6,500.00
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Task "B" Other Costs:

Iltemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Translation Services 1 LS $5,000 $ 5,000.00 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ o 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ s 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ © 17. $
18. $ o 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 1 $5,000 $ 5,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 5,000.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $
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TASK "C" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Evaluation

Task Summary (5b):

Conduct pre/post survey at K-8 schools.

Task Schedule (5c):

Start Date :|Oct-2022

End Date: [Oct-2023

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Distribute and collect pre-parent surveys at each school site for six (6) schools Submit Data to Hemet Unified School District
2. Distribute and collect pre-student tallies at each school site for six (6) schools Submit Data to Hemet Unified School District
3. Distribute and collect post-parent surveys at each school site for six (6) schools Submit Data to Hemet Unified School District
4. Distribute and collect post-student tallies at each school site for six (6) schools Submit Data to Hemet Unified School District
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
. — Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Total
gency (7a) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7¢) $
Party 1 - |Consultant - Outreach Coordinator 100 $110.00 $ 11,000.00
Party 2 - |[Hemet USD-School Office Assistant 150 $30.00 $ 4,500.00
Party 3 - $ -
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 15,500.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7):| $ 15,500.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered
in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):) $ Sy
click below: Equipment (9b):[ $ -
i i : 1,000.00
[ Itemized “Cither Costs”™ Section ] Supplies/Materials (9c): $
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ s
"9 $ -
Total Other Costs (9g9):| $ 1,500.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 17,000.00
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Task "C" Other Costs:

Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Private Mileage Reimbursement ($0.56 per mile - 150 miles per trip) $84/6 $ 500 1. $
2. $ 2. $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4, $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $

10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total 0 $ 500 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Travel Cost:| $ 500.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $

Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.]|Office Supplies for Talleys (Paper, Ink Cartridges, Pens, etc.) 1000 EA $1 $ 1,000.00 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ < 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ o 12 $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ o 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ o 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 1000 $1 $ 1,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $
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Task "C" Other Costs:

Iltemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ < 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $
10. $ = 10. $
11. $ o 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ s 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ © 17. $
18. $ o 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 0 $0 $ - Total: 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ = Total Other Direct Cost:| $

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION Page 12 of 29

ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM

DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.1

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect

Application Part 5: Project Schedule

NOTES: 1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the
schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA
environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.

2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate
chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds

for Cycle 3.

INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:

PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project? [ | Yes [X] No
Expected or Past Start Date for PA&ED activities:
Time to complete the separate CEQA & NEPA studies/approvals:

Expected or Past Completion Date for the PA&ED Phase:
* Applications showing the PA&ED phase as complete, must include/attach the signature pages for the CEQA and NEPA documents,

which include project descriptions covering the full scope.

months (See note #2, above)

PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project? [X] Yes [ ] No

Proposed CTC "PS&E Allocation” Date: 7/1/2019
Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable ATP Work: 8/30/2019

9/2/2019

Expected or Past Start Date for PS&E activities:

Time to complete the final Plans, Specification & Estimate: months

Expected or Past Completion Date for the PS&E Phase: 2/22/2021

* Applications showing the PS&E phase as complete, must include/attach the signed & Stamped Title Sheet for the plans and
approval page of the specifications.

Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project? [ ] Yes [X] No
Expected or Past Start Date for R/W activities:
Time to complete the R/W Engineering, Acquisition, and Utilities:
Expected or Past Completion Date for the R/W Phase:
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.

months

* Applications showing the R/W phase as complete, must include/attach the Caltrans approved R/W Certification.

Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project? [X] Yes [ ] No

Proposed CTC "CON Allocation" Date: 2/22/2021
Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable ATP Work: 4/23/2021

6/30/2021
months

6/20/2023

Expected Start Date for Construction activities:
Time to complete the Construction activities:
Expected or Past Completion Date for the CON Phase:

NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project? [X] Yes [_] No






STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM

DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.1

Page 13 of 29

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect

Proposed CTC "CON Allocation" Date: 6/30/2021
Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable ATP Work: 8/29/2021

9/19/2022
months
6/16/2023

Expected Start Date for "NI" or "Plan" Construction activities:
Time to complete the CON-Phase activities:
Expected Completion Date for the CON Phase:

Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):

Expected Date for "Before" counts (Ideally, within 12 months of the beginning of the Construction Activities) 5/25/2021
Expected Date for "After" counts (Ideally, at least 6 months after the end of all Construction Activities) 10/17/2023
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Preliminary Plans
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Ashley Adamos

From: Ashley Adamos

Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2016 5:29 PM

To: 'inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org'

Cc: Dawn Wilson; Nick Minicilli (nick.minicilli@stctraffic.com); 'Nino Abad'; Nancy Beltran
Subject: ATP Cycle 3 Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect

Attachments: 2016-06-08 Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect_Conservation Corps.zip

Attn: Dominique Lofton

Please see attached for the City of Hemet’s ATP Cycle 3 Application for your review.
The file may also be downloaded from the following link: https://stctraffic.sharefile.com/d-s06686e971944b1b8

The following is provided:
e Project Title
e Project Description
Detailed Estimate
Project Schedule
e Project Map
e Preliminary Plan

We look forward to receiving a response in regards to the California Association of Local Conservation Corps
participating in our project.

Best Regards,

Ashley Adamos, EIT
7
. s

2794 Loker Avenue West, Suite 102

Carlsbad, CA 92010

(760)585-4513

ashley.adamos@stctraffic.com






Ashley Adamos

From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Sent: Monday, June 13, 2016 11:35 AM

To: Ashley Adamos

Cc: Dawn Wilson; Nick Minicilli; Nino Abad; Nancy Beltran

Subject: Re: ATP Cycle 3 Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect

Hello Ashley,

Thank you for reaching out to the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are not able to participate in this
project. Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Corps.

Thank you,

Dominique

On Wed, Jun 8, 2016 at 5:30 PM, Ashley Adamos <ashley.adamos@stctraffic.com> wrote:

Attn: Dominique Lofton

Please see attached for the City of Hemet’s ATP Cycle 3 Application for your review.

The file may also be downloaded from the following link: https://stctraffic.sharefile.com/d-
s06686e971944b1b8

The following is provided:
e Project Title

e Project Description

e Detailed Estimate

e Project Schedule

e Project Map

e Preliminary Plan





We look forward to receiving a response in regards to the California Association of Local Conservation Corps
participating in our project.

Best Regards,

Ashley Adamos, EIT
€
o
2794 Loker Avenue West, Suite 102
Carlshad, CA 92010

(760)585-4513

ashley.adamos@stctraffic.com

Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting

1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

CNESS

Environmental &
Energy Consuliing






HEMET VALLEY BIKEWAY CONNECT

Project Title and Project Description





City of Hemet — 2016 Active Transportation Program
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project

Project Title: Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect

Project Description: Install Class Il and Class Il bicycle lanes, bicycle detection, bike boxes, bike lockers,
bike repair stations, sidewalk, curb, gutter, curb ramps, and transportation mobility station with bicycle
staging area, complimenting neighboring projects. A community outreach campaign is included to

promote safety and healthy lifestyle goals.

State of California — Department of Transportation

ATP Cycle 3 Application






HEMET VALLEY BIKEWAY CONNECT

Detailed Estimate





Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3 DRAFT

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data. Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency:|City of Hemet I Date:[6/15/2016

Project Description:[install Class Il and Class Il bicycle lanes, bicycle detection, bike boxes, bike lockers, bike repair stations, sidewalk, curb, gutter, curb ramps, and transportation mol

Project Location: |Palm Ave (Esplanade-Johnston), Whittier Ave (Palm-Gilbert). Johnston Ave (Palm-Gilbert), Gilbert St (Whittier-Chambers), Chambers St (Gilbert-State)

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: |Nin0 Abad | License #: |75551

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

Cost Breakdown
Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible ATP Ineligible Corps/CCC
Costs/Items Costs/Items to construct
I;e;“ Ttem 5P| Quantity| Units | Unit Cost ‘ . t::‘g:’s R s % $ % $
General Overhead-Related Construction Items
1 Mobilization 1 LS $25,000.00 $25,000 100%|  $25,000
2 |Traffic Control 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100%|  $20,000
3 Storm Water Pollution Preventation Plan 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100%| $10,000
4 |Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100%|  $20,000
General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
5 Excavation 1800 CY $35.00 $63,000 100%|  $63,000
6 Sawcut Existing AC 3000 LF $4.00 $12,000 100%|  $12,000
7 Remove Pedestrian Ramp 31 EA $500.00 $15,500 100%| $15,500
8 Remove Striping 1 LS $25,000.00 $25,000 100%|  $25,000
9 Utility Relocation 1 LS | $250,000.00 $250,000 100%| $250,000
10 |AC Pavement 700 TON $200.00 $140,000 100%| $140,000
11 |Class 2 Aggregate Base 900 CY $50.00 $45,000 100%|  $45,000
12 |Driveway Reconstruction 46 EA $900.00 $41,400 100%| $41,400
13 |Grind and Overlay 265000 | SF $3.00 $795,000 100%| $795,000
14 |Striping Installation 23000 LF $1.00 $23,000 100%|  $23,000
15 |Curb and Gutter 6650 LF $20.00 $133,000 100%| $133,000
16  |PCC Sidewalk 40500 SF $10.00 $405,000 100%| $405,000
17 |Curb Extensions 12 EA $5,000.00 $60,000 100%|  $60,000
18  |Pedestrian Ramp with Truncated Domes 43 EA $2,500.00 $107,500 100%| $107,500
19  |Thermoplastic Continental Crosswalk 5 EA $1,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
20  |Thermoplastic Crosswalk 10 EA $600.00 $6,000 100% $6,000
21  |Class I Bicycle Lane 25000 LF $25.00 $625,000 100%| $625,000
22  [Class III Bicycle Lane - Sign and Post 14 EA $250.00 $3,500 100%|  $3,500
23 |Class III Bicycle Lane - Pavement Markings 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100%| $10,000
24  |Refresh Existing Class II Bicycle Lane Striping 4000 LF $1.00 $4,000 100%|  $4,000
25  |Bike Box 4000 SF $2.00 $8,000 100%]|  $8,000
26  |Bike Detection 4 EA $2,500.00 $10,000 100%|  $10,000
27  |Bike Repair/Comfort Station with Repair Stand, Bench, and Shade Structure 14 EA $2,500.00 $35,000 100%|  $35,000
28  |Mobile Bike Repair Station with Repair Stands and Tools (School) 6 EA $500.00 $3,000 100% $3,000
29  |Loop Detector 47 EA $350.00 $16,450 100%|  $16,450
30 |Traffic Signal Modification 1 EA $8,000.00 $8,000 100%|  $8,000
31 |Wayfinding Signage 60 EA $700.00 $42,000 100%|  $42,000
32 |Transportation Mobility Station-Paved Parking and Bicycle Staging Area 12000 SF $20.00 $240,000 100%|  $240,000
33 |Transportation Mobility Station-Bike Lockers 5 EA $2,000.00 $10,000 100%| $10,000
34 |Transportation Mobility Station-Bike Racks 3 EA $800.00 $2,400 100%|  $2,400
Decorative & Landscaping-related Items (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative, or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)
35 100%
36 100%
37 100%
38 100%
39 100%
40 100%
41 100%
Subtotal of Construction Items:| $3,218.750 $3,218,750
$160,938[<= 5% of cligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable
Construction Item Conti ies (% of Construction Items):| 20.00% $643,750 $643,750
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:| $3,862.,500 $3,862,500
Project Delivery Costs:
Type of Project Cost | Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 385,000 $385,000 | "PE" costs / "CON" costs
Total PE:| § 385,000 $385,000 [ 10% [ 25% Max
Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:| $ -
and Utilities:| $ -
Total RW:| § =
Construction Engineering (CE) | "CE" costs / "CON" costs
Construction Enginecring (CE)] S 305,000 | [ s30s000 ] [ | [ 8% [ 15% Max
Total Project Delivery:| $690,000| | $690,000 | | |
Total Construction Costs: $4,167,500] [ 8995000 | | |
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Total Project Cost:| s4552500)  [s$4,552,500
Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:
The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.
Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic: (See examples shown in the Instructions)
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Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT

Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan

Fill in the following items:

Date: (1)

15-Jun-16

Implementing Agency Name: (2)

City of Hemet

Project Number: (3)

Project Location(s): (4a)

Citywide bicycle and pedestrian safety education program including community events, outreach
campaign, and data collection.

(4b)

Fruitvale Elementary School

(4¢)

Jacob Weins Elementary School

(4d)

Whittier Elementary School

(4e)

McSweeny Elementary School

(4

Rancho Viejo Middle School

(49)

Diamond Valley Middle School

Project Description: (5)

Conduct bicycle and pedestrian safety education programs that promote healthy lifestyles and encourage active
transportation modes along the project route. Events will be held at local schools and at communitywide events.

Evaluation will be conducted at schools to analyze active transportation modes for before and after.

Enter information in each Task Tab, as it applies (Task A, Task B, Task C, Task C, etc.)

For Department use only

You will not be able to fill in the following items. Items will auto-populate once you've entered all "Task" tabs that applies:

Task Summary:

Click the links below
to navigate to
"Task Details" tabs:

Task Task Name Start Date End Date Cost
Task "A" Program Initiation Jan-2020 Mar-2021 $ 23,000.00
Task "B" Events Aug-2022 May-2023 $ 58,000.00
Task "C" Evaluation Oct-2022 Oct-2023 $ 17,000.00
Task "D" $ =
Task "E" $ -
Task "F" $ =
Task "G" $ =
Task "H" $ =
Task "I" $ =
Task "J" $ =
GRAND TOTAL | $ 98,000.00

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






TASK "A" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Program Initiation

Task Summary (5b):[Solicit, select, and manage consultant contract and develop campaign

Task Schedule (5¢): Start Date : [Jan-2020

End Date: [Mar-2021

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Initiate consultant contract for completion of Task B and Task C

Notice to Consultants, Request for Proposal, Selected Proposal

2. Develop branding and marketing for outreach campaign

Marketing Strategy, Website, Logo

3. Presentation to City Council

Presentation and Meeting Attendance

4. Prepare and Distribute Public Service Announcements

Project FAQ sheet and Website Posting

10.

Staff Costs (7):

Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Hoj::fIYb) Per ::Lt,er (70) Total $

Party 1 - |City of Hemet-Traffic Engineer 24 $50.00 $ 1,200.00
Party 2 - |City of Hemet-Administrative/Contracting 8 $25.00 $ 200.00
Party 3 - |Consultant - Outreach Coordinator 10 $110.00 $ 1,100.00
Party 4 - |Consultant-Marketing Director 60 $150.00 $ 9,000.00
Party 5 - |Consultant-Web Designer 40 $150.00 $ 6,000.00

Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 17,500.00

Indirect Costs (7e):

Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 17,500.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered
in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 2,500.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ -

Supplies/Materials (9¢):| $ 2,000.00

[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ] i (5c)

Incentives (9d):| $ -

Other Direct Costs (9¢):| $ 1,000.00

" enls -

Total Other Costs (99):| $ 5,500.00

TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 23,000.00

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






Task "A" Other Costs:

Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Private Mileage Reimbursement ($0.56 per mile - 150 miles per trip) $84/6 $ 500 1. $
2.|Airfare/Lodging $500/4 $ 2,000 2. $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4, $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $

10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total 0 $ 2,500 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Travel Cost:| $ 2,500.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $

Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Printed Materials (English) 1000 EA $1.00 $ 1,000.00 1. $
2.|Printed Marterials (Spanish) 1000 EA $1.00 $ 1,000.00 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ - 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ < 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ o 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ o 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ o 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ o 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 2000 $2 $ 2,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 2,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






Task "A" Other Costs:

Iltemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Translation Services 1 LS $1,000 $ 1,000.00 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ o 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ s 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ © 17. $
18. $ o 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 1 $1,000 $ 1,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






TASK "B" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Events

Task Summary (5b):

Conduct community events to provide awareness and education on healthy lifestyles, active transportation choices, and safety

Task Schedule (5c):

Start Date :|Aug-2022

End Date: [May-2023

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Conduct six (6) bike rodeos at Hemet Unified School District Schools

Flyers, Coordination, Facilitation, and Participation Report

2. Conduct two (2) bicycle safety workshops at local bike shops

Flyers, Coordination, Facilitation, and Participation Report

3. Conduct one (1) Community Health Fair

Flyers, Press Release, Coordination, and Attendance Summary Report

4. Grand Opening Event

Flyers, Press Release, Coordination, Facilitation, and Participation Report

5. Manage consultant staff and provide oversight Progress Reports
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
. . Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Total
gency (7a) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7¢) $
Party 1 - |Consultant - Outreach Coordinator 180 $110.00 $ 19,800.00
Party 2 - |Consultant- Certified Bicycle Instructor 40 $155.00 $ 6,200.00
Party 3 - |City of Hemet Police Department 60 $75.00 $ 4,500.00
Party 4 - |Riverside County Health and Human Services 40 $25.00 $ 1,000.00
Party 5 - |City of Hemet-Traffic Engineer 20 $50.00 $ 1,000.00
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 32,500.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7):| $ 32,500.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered

in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 3,000.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 3,000.00
N . Supplies/Materials (9¢): 8,000.00
[ Itemized “Cther Costs” Section ] i (9] $
Incentives (9d):| $ 6,500.00
Other Direct Costs (9¢e):| $ 5,000.00
"o $ -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 25,500.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 58,000.00

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






Task "B" Other Costs:

Itemized Travel Cost (9a)

Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)

Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task

Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task

Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Private Mileage Reimbursement ($0.56 per mile - 150 miles per trip) $84/6 $ 500 1.|Bike Rodeo Equipment - Safety Vests, Safety Cones, Barriers 1 LS $500 $ 500.00
2.|Airfare/Lodging $500/5 $ 2,500 2.|Bicycles for Bike Safety Training Demos 4 EA $250 $ 1,000.00
3. $ 3.|Bicycle Helmets for Bike Safety Training Demos 5 EA $20 $ 100.00
4, $ 4.|Bicycle Repair Stand 4 EA $150 $ 600.00
5. $ 5.|Bike Repair Kit 4 EA $150 $ 600.00
6. $ 6.|Children's Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety Videos 8 EA $25 $ 200.00
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $
10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total 0 $ 3,000 Total: 26 $1,095 $ 3,000.00
Total Travel Cost: $ 3,000.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $ 3,000.00
Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Printing - Posters, Flyers, Mailers, Handouts, Bike Maps, Surveys, etc. 7500 EA $1 $ 7,500.00 1.|Bike Lights with Logo 1000 EA $4.50 $ 4,500.00
2.|Office Supplies - Binders, Clip Boards, Paper, Printer Cartridges, etc. 100 EA $5 $ 500.00 2.|Reflective Bike Registration Tags 1000 EA $0.50 $ 500.00
3. $ - 3.|Reflective Legband with Logo 1000 EA $1.50 $ 1,500.00
4. $ - 4. $ -
5. $ - 5. $ -
6. $ - 6. $ -
7. $ - 7. $ -
8. $ = 8. $ =
9. $ - 9. $ -
10. $ - 10. $ -
11. $ - 11. $ -
12. $ - 12. $ -
13. $ - 13. $ -
14. $ - 14. $ -
15. $ - 15. $ -
16. $ - 16. $ -
17. $ - 17. $ -
18. $ - 18. $ -
19. $ - 19. $ -
20. $ - 20. $ -
Total: 7600 $6 $ 8,000.00 Total: 3000 $7 $ 6,500.00
Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 8,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $ 6,500.00

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






Task "B" Other Costs:

Iltemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Translation Services 1 LS $5,000 $ 5,000.00 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ o 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ s 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ © 17. $
18. $ o 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 1 $5,000 $ 5,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 5,000.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






TASK "C" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Evaluation

Task Summary (5b):

Conduct pre/post survey at K-8 schools.

Task Schedule (5c):

Start Date :|Oct-2022

End Date: [Oct-2023

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Distribute and collect pre-parent surveys at each school site for six (6) schools Submit Data to Hemet Unified School District
2. Distribute and collect pre-student tallies at each school site for six (6) schools Submit Data to Hemet Unified School District
3. Distribute and collect post-parent surveys at each school site for six (6) schools Submit Data to Hemet Unified School District
4. Distribute and collect post-student tallies at each school site for six (6) schools Submit Data to Hemet Unified School District
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
. — Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Total
gency (7a) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7¢) $
Party 1 - |Consultant - Outreach Coordinator 100 $110.00 $ 11,000.00
Party 2 - |[Hemet USD-School Office Assistant 150 $30.00 $ 4,500.00
Party 3 - $ -
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ -
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 15,500.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7):| $ 15,500.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered
in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):) $ Sy
click below: Equipment (9b):[ $ -
i i : 1,000.00
[ Itemized “Cither Costs”™ Section ] Supplies/Materials (9c): $
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ s
"9 $ -
Total Other Costs (9g9):| $ 1,500.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 17,000.00

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






Task "C" Other Costs:

Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Private Mileage Reimbursement ($0.56 per mile - 150 miles per trip) $84/6 $ 500 1. $
2. $ 2. $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4, $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $

10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total 0 $ 500 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Travel Cost:| $ 500.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $

Itemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.]|Office Supplies for Talleys (Paper, Ink Cartridges, Pens, etc.) 1000 EA $1 $ 1,000.00 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ < 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ o 12 $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ o 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ o 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 1000 $1 $ 1,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT






Task "C" Other Costs:

Iltemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ < 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $
10. $ = 10. $
11. $ o 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ s 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ © 17. $
18. $ o 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 0 $0 $ - Total: 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ = Total Other Direct Cost:| $

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project Non-Infrastructure Work Plan DRAFT
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION Page 12 of 29

ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM

DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.1

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect

Application Part 5: Project Schedule

NOTES: 1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the
schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA
environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.

2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate
chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds

for Cycle 3.

INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:

PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project? [ | Yes [X] No
Expected or Past Start Date for PA&ED activities:
Time to complete the separate CEQA & NEPA studies/approvals:

Expected or Past Completion Date for the PA&ED Phase:
* Applications showing the PA&ED phase as complete, must include/attach the signature pages for the CEQA and NEPA documents,

which include project descriptions covering the full scope.

months (See note #2, above)

PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project? [X] Yes [ ] No

Proposed CTC "PS&E Allocation” Date: 7/1/2019
Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable ATP Work: 8/30/2019

9/2/2019

Expected or Past Start Date for PS&E activities:

Time to complete the final Plans, Specification & Estimate: months

Expected or Past Completion Date for the PS&E Phase: 2/22/2021

* Applications showing the PS&E phase as complete, must include/attach the signed & Stamped Title Sheet for the plans and
approval page of the specifications.

Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project? [ ] Yes [X] No
Expected or Past Start Date for R/W activities:
Time to complete the R/W Engineering, Acquisition, and Utilities:
Expected or Past Completion Date for the R/W Phase:
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.

months

* Applications showing the R/W phase as complete, must include/attach the Caltrans approved R/W Certification.

Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project? [X] Yes [ ] No

Proposed CTC "CON Allocation" Date: 2/22/2021
Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable ATP Work: 4/23/2021

6/30/2021
months

6/20/2023

Expected Start Date for Construction activities:
Time to complete the Construction activities:
Expected or Past Completion Date for the CON Phase:

NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project? [X] Yes [_] No






STATE OF CALIFORNIA « DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM

DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.1

Page 13 of 29

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect

Proposed CTC "CON Allocation" Date: 6/30/2021
Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable ATP Work: 8/29/2021

9/19/2022
months
6/16/2023

Expected Start Date for "NI" or "Plan" Construction activities:
Time to complete the CON-Phase activities:
Expected Completion Date for the CON Phase:

Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):

Expected Date for "Before" counts (Ideally, within 12 months of the beginning of the Construction Activities) 5/25/2021
Expected Date for "After" counts (Ideally, at least 6 months after the end of all Construction Activities) 10/17/2023
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City of Hemet — 2016 Active Transportation Program
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project

3 — At Eaton Ave: Southbound Palm Ave 4 — At Fruitvale Ave: Southbound Palm Ave

5 — At Fruitvale Ave: Northbound Palm Ave 6 — At W Menlo Ave: Norhbound PaIm Ave





City of Hemet — 2016 Active Transportation Program

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project

7 — At Oakland Ave: Northbound Palm Ave 8 — At Devonshire Ave: Southbound Palm Ave

9 — At Latham Ave: Northbound Palm Ave 10 — At Florida Ave: Southbound Palm Ave

11 — At Florida Ave: Northbound Palm Ave 12 — At W Kimball Ave: Southbound Palm Ave





City of Hemet — 2016 Active Transportation Program

Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project

14 — At Acacia Ave: Northbound Palm Ave

15 — At Mayberry Ave: Southbound Palm Ave 16 — At Ponderosa Dr: Southbound Palm Ave

R

17 — At Ponderosa Dr: Northbound Palm Ave 18 — At Whittier Ave: Southbound Palm Ave





City of Hemet — 2016 Active Transportation Program
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project

19 — At Johnston Ave: Northbound Palm Ave

21— At Bahama Dr: Northbound Gilbert St 22 — Chambers St: Westbound at iIbert St
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PROJECT ESTIMATE





Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3 DRAFT

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.

Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency:[City of Hemet

Date:[6/15/2016

Project Description:llnstall Class Il and 11l bicycle lanes, bicycle facilities, bike boxes, bike lockers, repair stations, sidewalk, curb, gutter, curb ramps, and transportation mobility station.

Project Location: |Pa|m Ave (Esplanade-Johnston), Whittier Ave (Palm-Gilbert), Johnston Ave (Palm-Gilbert), Gilbert St (Whittier-Chambers), Chambers St (Gilbert-State)

Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate:|Nin0 Abad

[ License #: [75551

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

Cost Breakdown

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible ATP Ineligible Corps/CCC
Costs/Items Costs/Items to construct
"t\le: Item B2 Quantity ‘ Units | Unit Cost ‘ | t;ﬁ"g;st % $ % $ % $
General Overhead-Related Construction Items
1 Mobilization 1 LS $25,000.00 $25,000 100%|  $25,000
2 Traffic Control 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100%|  $20,000
3 Storm Water Pollution Preventation Plan 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100%| $10,000
4 Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100%| $20,000
General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
5 Excavation 430 CYy $35.00 $15,050 100%|  $15,050
6 Sawcut Existing AC 500 LF $4.00 $2,000 100% $2,000
7 Remove Pedestrian Ramp 36 EA $500.00 $18,000 100%| $18,000
8 Remove Striping 1 LS $25,000.00 $25,000 100%|  $25,000
9 Utility Relocation 1 LS $100,000.00 $100,000 100%| $100,000
10  |AC Pavement 85 TON $200.00 $17,000 100%|  $17,000
11  |Class 2 Aggregate Base 108 CcY $50.00 $5,400 100%|  $5,400
12  |Driveway Reconstruction 30 EA $1,200.00 $36,000 100%| $36,000
13  |Grind and Overlay 165000 SF $3.00 $495,000 100%| $495,000
14  |Striping Installation 23000 LF $1.00 $23,000 100%|  $23,000
15  |Pavement Marking Installation 1 LS $12,000.00 $12,000 100%| $12,000
16  |Curb and Gutter 4000 LF $20.00 $80,000 100%|  $80,000
17  |PCC Sidewalk 23000 SF $6.00 $138,000 100%| $138,000
18  |Curb Extensions 12 EA $5,000.00 $60,000 100%|  $60,000
19  |Pedestrian Ramp with Truncated Domes 42 EA $2,500.00 $105,000 100%| $105,000
20 |Thermoplastic Continental Crosswalk 5 EA $1,000.00 $5,000 100% $5,000
21  [Thermoplastic Crosswalk 10 EA $600.00 $6,000 100% $6,000
22 |Class Il Bicycle Lane 18600 LF $2.50 $46,500 100%|  $46,500
23 [Class 1l Bicycle Lane - Sign and Post 18 EA $250.00 $4,500 100% $4,500
24 |Class Il Bicycle Lane - Pavement Markings 1 LS $11,000.00 $11,000 100%| $11,000
25  |Refresh Existing Class Il Bicycle Lane Striping 5200 LF $1.00 $5,200 100%|  $5,200
26  |Bike Box 3500 SF $2.00 $7,000 100% $7,000
27  |Bike Detection 3 EA $2,500.00 $7,500 100% $7,500
28 |Bike Repair/Comfort Station with Repair Stand, Bench, and Shade Structure 14 EA $2,500.00 $35,000 100%| $35,000
29  |Mobile Bike Repair Station with Repair Stands and Tools (School) 6 EA $500.00 $3,000 100%|  $3,000
30 |Loop Detector 47 EA $350.00 $16,450 100%|  $16,450
31 |[Traffic Signal Modification 1 EA $10,000.00 $10,000 100%| $10,000
32 |Wayfinding Signage 60 EA $700.00 $42,000 100%|  $42,000
33  [Transportation Mobility Station-Paved Parking and Bicycle Staging Area 12000 SF $20.00 $240,000 100%| $240,000
34 |Transportation Mobility Station-Bike Lockers 5 EA $2,000.00 $10,000 100%|  $10,000
35 |Transportation Mobility Station-Bike Racks 3 EA $800.00 $2,400 100% $2,400
Decorative & Landscaping-related Items (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative, or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)
36 100%
37 100%
38 100%
39 100%
40 100%
41 100%
42 100%
Subtotal of Construction Items:| $1,658,000 $1,658,000
$82,900| < f elig CON t f applicabl
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):| 20.00% $331,600 $331,600
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:| $1,989,600 $1,989,600
Project Delivery Costs:
Type of Project Cost [ Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):
Plans, ifications and Esti (PS&E):| $ 200,000 $200,000 "PE" costs / "CON" costs
Total PE:[ § 200,000 $200,000 [ 10% 25% Max
Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:| $
Acquisitions and Utilities:| $
Total RW:| $
Construction Engineering (CE) | [ "CE" costs / "CON" costs
Construction Engineering (CE):[ $ 160,000 | [ st60000 | [ | [ 8% 15% Max
Total Project Delivery:] $360,000] [ $360,000 | | |
Total Construction Costs:] $2,149,600] [ $520,000 | | |
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Total Project Cost:| 52,349,600 [$2,349,600

Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

Item Number(s):

Description of Engineer's Logic:  (See examples shown in the Instructions)

6/15/2016

lofl
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NON-INFRASTRUCTURE WORK PLAN





Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan

Fill in the following items:

Date: (1)

15-Jun-16

Implementing Agency Name: (2)

City of Hemet

Project Number: (3)

Project Location(s): (4a)

Citywide bicycle and pedestrian safety education program including community events, outreach
campaign, and data collection.

(4b)

Fruitvale Elementary School

(40)

Jacob Weins Elementary School

(4d)

Whittier Elementary School

(4e)

McSweeny Elementary School

(49

Rancho Viejo Middle School

(49)

Diamond Valley Middle School

Project Description: (5)

Conduct bicycle and pedestrian safety education programs that promote healthy lifestyles and encourage
active transportation modes along the project route. Events will be held at local schools and at communitywide

events. Evaluation will be conducted at schools to analyze active transportation modes for before and after.

Enter information in each Task Tab, as it applies (Task A, Task B, Task C, Task C, etc.)

For Department use only

You will not be able to fill in the following items. Iltems will auto-populate once you've entered all "Task" tabs that applies:

Task Summary:

Click the links below
to navigate to
"Task Details" tabs:

Task Task Name Start Date End Date Cost
Task "A" Program Initiation Jan-2020 Mar-2021 $ 23,000.00
Task "B" Events Aug-2022 May-2023 $ 58,000.00
Task "C" Evaluation Oct-2022 Oct-2023 $ 17,000.00
Task "D" $ =
Task "E" $ =
Task "F" $ =
Task "G" $ =
Task "H" $ =
Task "I" $ =
Task "J" $ =
GRAND TOTAL | $ 98,000.00

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






TASK "A" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Program Initiation

Task Summary (5b):|Solicit, select, and manage consultant contract and develop campaign

Task Schedule (5c): Start Date :|Jan-2020 End Date:|Mar-2021
Activities (6a): Deliverables (6b):
1. Initiate consultant contract for completion of Task B and Task C Notice to Consultants, Request for Proposal, Selected Proposal
2. Develop branding and marketing for outreach campaign Marketing Strategy, Website, Logo
3. Presentation to City Council Presentation and Meeting Attendance
4. Prepare and Distribute Public Service Announcements Project FAQ sheet and Website Posting
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
. A Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Total
gency (7a) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c) $
Party 1 - |City of Hemet-Traffic Engineer 24 $50.00 $ 1,200.00
Party 2 - |City of Hemet-Administrative/Contracting 8 $25.00 $ 200.00
Party 3 - [Consultant - Outreach Coordinator 10 $110.00 $ 1,100.00
Party 4 - |Consultant-Marketing Director 60 $150.00 $ 9,000.00
Party 5 - |Consultant-Web Designer 40 $150.00 $ 6,000.00
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 17,500.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 17,500.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered in
the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):( $ 2,500.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ o
Supplies/Materials (9¢):| $ 2,000.00
[ Itemized “Cther Costs” Section ] PP (%c)
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ 1,000.00
)] s -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 5,500.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 23,000.00

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)





Task "A" Other Costs:
Iltemized Travel Cost (9a) Itemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment” cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Private Mileage Reimbursement ($0.56 per mile - 150 miles per trip) $84/6 $ 500 1. $
2.|Airfare/Lodging $500/4 $ 2,000 2. $
3. $ 3. $
4. $ 4. $
5. $ 5. $
6. $ 6. $
7. $ 7. $
8. $ 8. $
9. $ 9. $

10. $ 10. $
11. $ 11. $
12. $ 12. $
13. $ 13. $
14. $ 14. $
15. $ 15. $
16. $ 16. $
17. $ 17. $
18. $ 18. $
19. $ 19. $
20. $ 20. $
Total 0 $ 2,500 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Travel Cost:| $ 2,500.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $

Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Iltemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Printed Materials (English) 1000 EA $1.00 $ 1,000.00 1. $
2.|Printed Marterials (Spanish) 1000 EA $1.00 $ 1,000.00 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12. $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 2000 $2 $ 2,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 2,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "A" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Translation Services 1 LS $1,000 $ 1,000.00 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ = 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12 $
13. $ = 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ = 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ = 18. $
19. $ = 19. $
20. $ = 20. $
Total: 1 $1,000 $ 1,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






TASK "B" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):|Events

Task Summary (5b):

Conduct community events to provide awareness and education on healthy lifestyles, active transportation choices, and safety

Task Schedule (5c): Start Date :|Aug-2022

End Date:|May-2023

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Conduct six (6) bike rodeos at Hemet Unified School District Schools Flyers, Coordination, Facilitation, and Participation Report
2. Conduct two (2) bicycle safety workshops at local bike shops Flyers, Coordination, Facilitation, and Participation Report
3. Conduct one (1) Community Health Fair Flyers, Press Release, Coordination, and Attendance Summary Report
4. Grand Opening Event Flyers, Press Release, Coordination, Facilitation, and Participation Report
5. Manage consultant staff and provide oversight Progress Reports
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
Staff Costs (7):
) S Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Total
gency (7a) Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c) $
Party 1 - [Consultant - Outreach Coordinator 180 $110.00 $ 19,800.00
Party 2 - [Consultant- Certified Bicycle Instructor 40 $155.00 $ 6,200.00
Party 3 - |City of Hemet Police Department 60 $75.00 $ 4,500.00
Party 4 - [Riverside County Health and Human Services 40 $25.00 $ 1,000.00
Party 5 - |City of Hemet-Traffic Engineer 20 $50.00 $ 1,000.00
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 32,500.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 32,500.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information

entered in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 3,000.00
click below: Equipment (9b):| $ 3,000.00
[ P e e ] Supplies/Materials (9c):[ $ 8,000.00
Incentives (9d):| $ 6,500.00
Other Direct Costs (9¢):| $ 5,000.00

CIE -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 25,500.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10):| $ 58,000.00

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "B" Other Costs:

Itemized Travel Cost (9a)

Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)

Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task

Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task

Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)
Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Private Mileage Reimbursement ($0.56 per mile - 150 miles per trip) $84/6 $ 500 1.|Bike Rodeo Equipment - Safety Vests, Safety Cones, Barriers 1 LS $500 $ 500.00
2.|Airfare/Lodging $500/5 $ 2,500 2.[Bicycles for Bike Safety Training Demos 4 EA $250 $ 1,000.00
3. $ - 3.[Bicycle Helmets for Bike Safety Training Demos 5 EA $20 $ 100.00
4. $ - 4.|Bicycle Repair Stand 4 EA $150 $ 600.00
5. $ - 5.|Bike Repair Kit 4 EA $150 $ 600.00
6. $ - 6.[Children's Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety Videos 8 EA $25 $ 200.00
7. $ - 7. $ =
8. $ - 8. $ =
9. $ - 9. $ =
10. $ - 10. $ =
11. $ - 11. $ =
12. $ - 12. $ =
13. $ - 13. $ =
14. $ - 14. $ =
15. $ - 15. $ =
16. $ - 16. $ =
17. $ - 17. $ =
18. $ - 18. $ =
19. $ - 19. $ =
20. $ - 20. $ =
Total 0 $ 3,000 Total: 26 $1,095 $ 3,000.00
Total Travel Cost: $ 3,000.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $ 3,000.00
Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)
Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Printing - Posters, Flyers, Mailers, Handouts, Bike Maps, Surveys, etc. 7500 EA $1 $ 7,500.00 1.[Bike Lights with Logo 1000 EA $4.50 $ 4,500.00
2.|Office Supplies - Binders, Clip Boards, Paper, Printer Cartridges, etc. 100 EA $5 $ 500.00 2.|Reflective Bike Registration Tags 1000 EA $0.50 $ 500.00
3. $ = 3.|Reflective Legband with Logo 1000 EA $1.50 $ 1,500.00
4. $ = 4. $ =
5. $ = 5. $ =
6. $ - 6. $ =
7. $ = 7. $ =
8. $ - 8. $ =
9. $ - 9. $ =
10. $ - 10. $ =
11. $ = 11. $ =
12. $ - 12. $ =
13. $ - 13. $ =
14. $ = 14. $ =
15. $ = 15. $ =
16. $ - 16. $ =
17. $ = 17. $ =
18. $ - 18. $ =
19. $ - 19. $ =
20. $ - 20. $ =
Total:| 7600 $6 $ 8,000.00 Total:| 3000 $7 $ 6,500.00
Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 8,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $ 6,500.00

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "B" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)

Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Translation Services 1 LS $5,000 $ 5,000.00 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12 $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total: 1 $5,000 $ 5,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Other Direct Cost:| $ 5,000.00 Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)





TASK "C" DETAIL

Task Name (5a):

Evaluation

Task Summary (5b):

Conduct pre/post survey at K-8 schools.

Task Schedule (5c):

Start Date :|Oct-2022

End Date: [Oct-2023

Activities and Deliverables:

Activities (6a):

Deliverables (6b):

1. Distribute and collect pre-parent surveys at each school site for six (6) schools

Submit Data to Hemet Unified School District

2. Distribute and collect pre-student tallies at each school site for six (6) schools

Submit Data to Hemet Unified School District

3. Distribute and collect post-parent surveys at each school site for six (6) schools

Submit Data to Hemet Unified School District

4. Distribute and collect post-student tallies at each school site for six (6) schools

Submit Data to Hemet Unified School District

10.

Staff Costs (7):

) e Staff Rate
Staff Title & Agency Affiliation (7a): Hours (7b) | Per Hour (7c) Total $
Party 1 - [Consultant - Outreach Coordinator 100 $110.00 $ 11,000.00
Party 2 - [Hemet USD-School Office Assistant 150 $30.00 $ 4,500.00
Party 3 - $ -
Party 4 - $ -
Party 5 - $ o
Party 6 - $ -
Subtotal Party Costs (7d):| $ 15,500.00
Indirect Costs (7e):
Total Staff Costs (7f):| $ 15,500.00

Task Notes (8):

Other Costs (9):

You will not be able to fill in the following items. The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information
entered in the itemized other costs section:

To fill out an itemized cost for each "Other Cost", Travel (9a):| $ 500.00
click below: Equipment (9b):[ $ o
I i : 1,000.00
[ Itemized “Other Costs” Section ] Supplies/Materials (9c):| $ !
Incentives (9d):| $ -
Other Direct Costs (9e):| $ -
" (of):| 8 -
Total Other Costs (99):| $ 1,500.00
TASK GRAND TOTAL (10): $ 17,000.00

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "C" Other Costs:
Itemized Travel Cost (9a) Iltemized Equipment Cost (9b)
Please provide an itemized "travel" cost estimate for all travel costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "equipment" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task
Travel (9a) Equipment (9b)

Type of Travel Expense/Quantity Total $ Type of Equipment Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Private Mileage Reimbursement ($0.56 per mile - 150 miles per trip) $84/6 $ 500 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ - 4. $
5. $ - 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ - 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ - 11. $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ - 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ - 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total 0 $ 500 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Travel Cost:| $ 500.00 Total Equipment Cost:| $

Iltemized Supplies/Materials Cost (9c) Itemized Incentives Cost (9d)
Please provide an itemized "supplies/materials" cost estimate for all equipment cost applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "incentives" cost estimate for all incentives cost applicable to each task
Supplies/Materials (9c) Incentives (9d)

Type of Supplies/Materials Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Incentives Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1.|Office Supplies for Talleys (Paper, Ink Cartridges, Pens, etc.) 1000 EA $1 $ 1,000.00 1. $
2. $ = 2. $
3. $ = 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ = 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ = 8. $
9. $ = 9. $

10. $ - 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ = 12 $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ = 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total: 1000 $1 $ 1,000.00 Total: 0 $0 $

Total Supplies/Materials Cost:| $ 1,000.00 Total Incentives Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)






Task "C" Other Costs:
Itemized Other Direct Costs (9e) Itemized Other Direct Costs (9f)
Please provide an itemized "other" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task Please provide an itemized "other direct" cost estimate for all other costs applicable to each task
Other Direct Costs (9e) Other Direct Costs (9f)
Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $ Type of Other Direct Costs Quantity Units Unit Cost $ Total $
1. $ = 1. $
2. $ - 2. $
3. $ - 3. $
4. $ = 4. $
5. $ = 5. $
6. $ - 6. $
7. $ = 7. $
8. $ - 8. $
9. $ - 9. $
10. $ - 10. $
11. $ = 11. $
12. $ - 12. $
13. $ - 13. $
14. $ - 14. $
15. $ = 15. $
16. $ - 16. $
17. $ = 17. $
18. $ - 18. $
19. $ - 19. $
20. $ - 20. $
Total: 0 $0 $ = Total: 0 $0 $
Total Other Direct Cost:| $ - Total Other Direct Cost:| $

ATP V.9 (04/20/2016)







ATTACHMENT H

LETTERS OF SUPPORT





445E. FLORIDA AVE  HEMET, CALIFORNIA 92543 +(951)765-2303

From the Office
of the

MAYOR
Bonnie Wright

June 7, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance

1120 N Street, MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Active Transportation Grant Program Cycle 3
To Whom It May Concern:

It is with great pleasure that I submit this letter in strong support of the City of Hemet’s
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project grant application for Cycle 3 of the Active
Transportation Grant Program.

This flagship project will construct bicycle improvements along a four-mile route that
extends from the northern City limit to a new transportation mobility station that will be
located along the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan Salt Creek Corridor. Project elements
include: class 11 and III bicycle facilities, bicycle detection, bike boxes, bike lockers, bike
repair stations, bicycle staging area at the new transportation mobility station, pavement
rehabilitation, street widening, improved signage, lane striping, curb, gutter, sidewalk, and
ADA ramps. The Project provides a critical link that will close a bikeway gap, provide
protected pedestrian paths and needed connectors, and will promote alternative modes of
transportation for local residents and school age children to reach activity centers within
the City in an economical, convenient, and healthier way.

A community outreach campaign will encourage ridership and inform the community of
the Project. The campaign includes development of strategies and specialized programs
that provide education, community awareness of the project and associated health benefits,
and safety tips for cyclists and pedestrians. This provides the necessary platform to
effectively promote active transportation alternatives to residents and school age children.






Caltrans-Active Transportation Grant Cycle 3
Page 2
June 7, 2016

As the Mayor of the City of Hemet, I strongly recommend the Hemet Valley Bikeway
Connect Project for funding as it provides needed improvements that increase safety,
improve public health, and encourages bicycling and pedestrian commuting benefits for all
bicyclists, pedestrians, and residents who live, work, and play in Hemet.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

o
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Bonnie K. Wright
Mayor
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TRANSPORTATION AND
LAND MANAGEMENT AGENCY

Juan C. Peres, PE., T.E. Transportation Department Patricia Romo, P.E.
Director of Transportation Assistant Director
and Land Management of Transportation
May 19, 2016

Nino Abad, P.E.

Principal Engineer

City of Hemet - Engineering
510 E Florida Avenue
Hemet, CA 92543

Subject: Letter of Support for the City of Hemet Bicycle Route Improvements

Dear Mr. Abad:

The County of Riverside Transportation Department supports the City of Hemet’s goals to provide
improved bicycle routes for its residents, including extensions of bike paths, bike lanes, bicycle detection at
traffic signals, bike lockers and bike staging areas, to improve connectivity to schools and trail systems.

The County of Riverside Transportation Department, on behalf of the Riverside County Regional Park
and Open-Space District, is currently working with the City of Hemet to construct a 4-mile Class | Bike
Path from the intersection of Domenigoni Parkway and Sanderson Avenue to the intersection of State
Street and Chambers Street. This is part of the County of Riverside’s master planned 16-mile regional
trail system along Salt Creek from Goetz Road and Newport Road in the City of Canyon Lake to State
Street and Chambers Street in the City of Hemet.

The City’s proposed bike staging area located off State Street south of Chambers Street would complement
the County’s regional trail system by providing a much welcome amenity for the bicyclist community.

Sincerely,

County of Riverside - Transportation Department
Capital Project Development Division

Cashecrne U ameplen

Catherine M. Wampler, P.E.
Senior Civil Engineer, Project Manager,
Transportation ADA Coordinator

3525 14" Street - Riverside, CA 92501 - (951) 955-6800
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Western Riverside County
Transportation NOW
Principal Headquarters
1825 Third Street
Riverside, CA 92507
(951) 565-5250

TRANSPORTATION NOW
|HEMET-SAN JACINTO

Chair: Linda Krupa

Vice Chair: CW Cecchi

Secretary: Laura Hernandez

Western Riverside County
Transportation NOW
is dedicated to promoting
and expanding transportation

alternatives.

m———

June 13, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance

1120 N Street, MS 1

Attn; Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Active Transportation Grant Program Cycle 3
To Whom It May Concern:

It is with great pleasure that I submit this letter in strong support of the City of Hemet’s
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project grant application for Cycle 3 of the Active
Transportation Grant Program.

This flagship project will construct bicycle improvements along a four-mile route that
extends from the northern City limit to a new transportation mobility station that will
be located along the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan Salt Creek Corridor. Project
elements include: class IT and III bicycle facilities, bicycle detection, bike boxes, bike
lockers, bike repair stations, bicycle staging area at the new transportation mobility
station, pavement rehabilitation, street widening, improved signage, lane striping, curb,
gutter, sidewalk, and ADA ramps. The Project provides a critical link that will close a
bikeway gap, provide protected pedestrian paths and needed connectors, and will
promote alternative modes of transportation for local residents and school age children
to reach activity centers within the City in an economical, convenient, and healthier
way.

A community outreach campaign will encourage ridership and inform the community
of the Project. The campaign includes development of strategies and specialized
programs that provide education, community awareness of the project and associated
health benefits, and safety tips for cyclists and pedestrians. This provides the necessary
platform to effectively promote active transportation alternatives to residents and
school age children.

As the Chair of the Hemet-San Jacinto Transportation NOW chapter, I strongly
recommend the Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project for funding as it provides
needed improvements that increase safety, improve public health, and encourages
bicycling and pedestrian commuting benefits for all bicyclists, pedestrians, and
residents who live, work, and play in Hemet.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

N
| —f/ = //
Linda”'Krupa X

Chair
Councilmember, City of Hemet
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June 2, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance,

1120 N Street, MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Active Transportation Grant Program Cycle 3
To Whom It May Concern,

It is with great pleasure that I submit this letter in support of the City of Hemet's
grant application for Cycle 3 of the Active Transportation Grant Program for the
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project.

This flagship project will construct bicycle improvements along a four-mile route
that extends from the northern City limit to a new transportation mobility station
that will be located along the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan Salt Creek
Corridor. Project elements include: class H and III bicycle facilities, bicycle
detection, bike boxes, bike lockers, bike repair stations, bicycle staging area at the
new transportation mobility station, pavement rehabilitation, street widening,
improved signage, lane striping, curb, gutter, sidewalk, and ADA ramps. The
Project provides a critical link that will close a bikeway gap and promote
alternative modes of transportation for local residents and school age children by
providing needed connectors to activity centers within the City.

A community outreach campaign will encourage ridership and inform the
community of the Project. The campaign includes development of strategies and
specialized programs that provide education, community awareness of health
benefits, and safety tips for cyclists. This provides the necessary platform to
effectively promote active transportation alternatives to residents and school age
children.

As the Assistant Superintendent of Business Services of the Hemet Unified
School District, I strongly endorse the City’s efforts in seeking funding for
projects that encourage bicycling and pedestrian commuting benefits all
bicyclists, pedestrians, and residents who live, work, and play in Hemet.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincer%

Vincent Christakos, Assistant Superintendent
Business Services





June 6, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance,

1120 N Street, MS 1

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Active Transportation Grant Program Cycle 3
To Whom It May Concern,

It is with great pleasure that | submit this letter in support of the City of Hemet's grant application for Cycle 3 of the
Active Transportation Grant Program for the Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project.

This flagship project will construct bicycle improvements along a four-mile route that extends from the northern
City limit to a new transportation mobility station that will be located along the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan
Salt Creek Corridor. Project elements include: class Il and Il bicycle facilities, bicycle detection, bike boxes, bike
lockers, bike repair stations, bicycle staging area at the new transportation mobility station, pavement
rehabilitation, street widening, improved signage, lane striping, curb, gutter, sidewalk, and ADA ramps. The Project
provides a critical link that will close a bikeway gap and promote alternative modes of transportation for local
residents and school age children by providing needed connectors to activity centers within the City.

A community outreach campaign will encourage ridership and inform the community of the Project. The campaign
includes development of strategies and specialized programs that provide education, community awareness of
health benefits, and safety tips for cyclists. This provides the necessary platform to effectively promote active
transportation alternatives to residents and school age children.

As the CDBG Coordinator of the City of Hemet, | strongly endorse the City’s efforts in seeking funding for projects
that encourage bicycling and pedestrian commuting benefits all bicyclists, pedestrians, and residents who live,
work, and play in Hemet.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

(000 has)

Carla Callahan

Sincerely,

Community Development Block Grant Coordinator
City of Hemet

951-765-3722





VALLEY-WIDE RECREATION DecTon

B AND PARK DISTRICT presilont,
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: Frank Gorman
oRecreation. l‘g Frank Gorm:
John Bragg
June 6, 2016 Secratary
Larry Minor
CALTRANS Member
Division of Local Assistance, RS
1120 N Street, MS 1 Member
Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs B Wetter
Sacramento, CA 95814 General Manager

Subject: Active Transportation Grant Program Cycle 3
To Whom It May Concern, ’

It is with great pleasure that | submit this letter in support of the City of Hemet's grant application for
Cycle 3 of the Active Transportation Grant Program for the Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project.

This flagship project will construct bicycle improvements along a four-mile route that extends from the
northern City limit to a new transportation mobility station that will be located along the Non-Motorized
Transportation Plan Salt Creek Corridor. Project elements include: class Il and lll bicycle facilities, bicycle
detection, bike boxes, bike lockers, bike repair stations, bicycle staging area at the new transportation
mobility station, pavement rehabilitation, street widening, improved signage, lane striping, curb, gutter,
sidewalk, and ADA ramps. The Project provides a critical link that will close a bikeway gap and promote
alternative modes of transportation for local residents and school age children by providing needed
connectors to activity centers within the City.

A community outreach campaign will encourage ridership and inform the community of the Project. The
campaign includes development of strategies and specialized programs that provide education,
community awareness of health benefits, and safety tips for cyclists. This provides the necessary
platform to effectively promote active transportation alternatives to residents and school age children.

As the General Manager of Valley-Wide Recreation and Park District, | strongly endorse the City’s efforts
in seeking funding for projects that encourage bicycling and pedestrian commuting benefits all bicyclists,
pedestrians, and residents who live, work, and play in Hemet.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Dean Wetter, General Manager

Valley-Wide Recreation and Park District

District Office * 901 West Esplanade Avenue « San Jacinto, CA 92582 - (951) 654-1505 » Fax (951) 654-5279
Menifee Wheatfield Park Office - 30627 Menifee Road » Menifee, CA 92584 + (951) 672-6744 « Fax (951) 672-6740
Rancho Bella Vista Community Center » 31757 Browning Street - Murrieta, CA 92563 + (951) 894-1468 » Fax {951) 894-1470





NGINEERING
ESOURGES

OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIR, INC.

May 26, 2016

Mr. Nino Abad, P.E.
City of Hemet

510 E. Florida Avenue
Hemet, CA 92543

Letter of Support for the City of Hemet Route Improvements
Dear Nino:

While serving as the Vice President of the Idyllwild Cycling Club and the Chairman of the Mountain to
Valleys Trails Alliance, | have become uniquely aware of the needs and desires of the cycling community
in the San Jacinto Valley. And, as such, | wish to voice my support for the City’s efforts to provide
improved bicycle routes and amenities for its residents.

As an active member of the local cycling community, | am deeply involved in tracking and supporting
local entities as the endeavor to create bike trails, paths and lanes throughout our valley. These include
the efforts of the County of Riverside, with support from the City Hemet, to construct a 4-mile Class |
Bike Path from the intersection of Domenigoni Parkway and Sanderson Avenue to the intersection of
State Street and Chambers Street as part of the County’s regional trail system along Salt Creek. The
County’s efforts will be augmented by the efforts of the City of San Jacinto as they prepare to install
Class Il and Il trails along major north/south transportation corridors. San Jacinto’s efforts are backed
by an ATP Grant that provides for installation of striped bike lanes and signed bike routes generally
along State Street and Palm Avenue from the Mount San Jacinto College to the southerly City boundary.

The County’s efforts coupled with those of the City of San Jacinto will only be complimented by the
bicycle staging area proposed by the City of Hemet.

Respectfally,

Matt Brudin, P.E.
Principal

3550 E. FLoriDA AvE., Suite B
Hemer CA 92544

(951) 765-6622

(951) 765-6621 Fax
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EXHIBIT 22-F STATE FUNDING





City of Hemet — 2016 Active Transportation Program
Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect Project

The City of Hemet does not seek to receive state-only funding for the Hemet Valley Bikeway Connect
project, which is estimated to cost above $1 Million.
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Active Transportation Program Cycle Il — Stakeholder Meeting

Date | time 4/15/2015 1:15 PM | Meeting called to order by Cities of Hemet and San Jacinto

In Atftfendance

Dean Witter, General Manager, Valley Wide Recreation
Gustavo Bermeo, Special Projects, Valley Wide Recreation
Sarah LeBorgne, Executive Assistant, Valley Wide Recreation
Ed Formic, President, Action Group

Rich Biben, Hemet San Jacinto Community Health Foundation
David Hunt, Engineering Coordinator, MSJC

Matt Brudin, Engineer & Bike Advocate, ERSC, Inc.

Nancy Beltran, Tech. II, Engineering Dept. City of Hemet
Galil Carlson, Manager, Carlson & Associates

Sharon Paisley, Development Director, City of San Jacinto
Deanna Elliano, Development Director, City of Hemet

Linda Krupa, Mayor, City of Hemet

Purpose

Purpose of the meeting was to discuss Active Transportation Program Cycle II funding opportunity and gather
local stakeholder input regarding project development and selection. Follow up to initial meeting held on April 14,
2015 at 1:15 p.m.

Minutes

e Introduced and summarized the Active Transportation Program Cycle II available funds, disadvantaged
community status, data collection requirements, and future public participation activities required for the
application.

e Discussed potential projects between the cities of Hemet and San Jacinto with the goal of aligning projects to
each other and the regional WRCOG NMTP. Several corridors were discussed to include a regional “triangle”
which could include the corridors along Salt Creek, Bautista Creek (E/W) and Lyon, Palm or State Street to
Chambers or Thorton (N/S) Emphasis to ensure project serves disadvantaged census tracts and the broader
community; provides connection to key amenities such as Mt. San Jacinto College, public transit, shopping,
community centers, recreation trails, and multi-jurisdictional connections identified in the NMTP.

e Brainstormed a list of regional and local stakeholders to include in the public participation and planning
process. (See Community Stakeholder List, attached).

e Discussed possibility of submitting a Non-Infrastructure Regional project to engage a broad coalition of
stakeholders and develop a strategic framework for planning, and scheduling community bike events.

e Public participation process will involve multiple community organizations and volunteers to collect pedestrian
and bicycle counts along the proposed routes required for the application.





Action Items

e (ities to finalize project selection and develop cost estimates for project proposals as soon as possible.

e Public participation must be coordinated within the next two to three weeks. Carlson & Associates will provide

data collection methodology, training, resources and coordinate with local groups.

Handouts

The following handouts were distributed at the meeting;:

Hemet General Plan, Bikeway Circulation Plan
Hemet General Plan, Recreational Trail Plan
San Jacinto Master Trail Plan

Next Meeting

No future meeting scheduled; pending final project selections.

Community Stakeholder List — Brainstorming List (not conclusive)

Metropolitan Water District
Riverside County Transportation Agency
Riverside County Parks & Open Space
Riverside Conservation Authority
Mt. San Jacinto College
Green Coalition
Valley Wide Recreation and Parks
Bike Advocates:

0 Idyllwild Cycling

0 Mountain Valley Trails Alliance
Community Foundation
Schools & School District
Valley Health System
Bicycle Shops
High School Mountain Bike Team
Bike Clubs
Retirement Communities
Lake Hemet
U.S. Forest Service
State Parks
Soboba Foundation
S.W. Director of the International Bike Association
Healthy Hemet San Jacinto

Prepared by: Carlson & Associates, LLC

Page 2
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Cities of Hemet & San Jacinto
Active Transportation Program
Public Participation Workshop

The cities of San Jacinto and Hemet are preparing Active Transportation
Program grant applications for funds to create a valley-wide, hon-motorized
pedestrian and bicycle network.

Tuesday, April 28
10:00 a.m.—3 p.m.
Simpson Center
305 E. Devonshire, Hemet, 92543

We need your help to help make this a reality. Volunteers will be counting
pedestrians and bicyclists along the proposed network, taking photos, and
participating in a debrief and feedback session.

Volunteers will receive training, materials, and refreshments. (Wear
comfortable outdoor shoes and clothing).

Please join us in helping to make Hemet/San Jacinto Valley a safer, more
enjoyable walkable and bikeable community! R.S.V.P.to-gail@carlson-and-
associates.com or call (951)440-2757-

Special thanks to Valley-Wide Recreation & Park District for

providing the facility and refreshments!
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PEDESTRIAN & BIKE COUNT

Background

Investing in affordable, yet efficient modes of transportation, such as biking and walking is
important for cities. There is a growing shift in the way people choose to travel, many
desiring to walk or bike to school and work, or for recreation and exercise. Active
transportation offers many co-benefits for residents to improve their health, environment,
and save money. Conducting continual pedestrian and bike counts can be an effective tool
for local jurisdictions to capture current active transportation activity, project future
needs, develop an active transportation strategy, and ensure resources are dedicated for
this purpose.

The baseline data collected during this exercise is the first small step in quantifying future
needs of the community and will help to:

e Determine existing travel patterns and demand;
e Identify corridors where current use and potential for increased use is high;
e Track trends over time;

e Evaluate the effectiveness of programs and/or facilities to promote walking and biking
(e.g., before and after studies);

e Improve pedestrian and bicycle safety and evaluate the impact of different design
treatments on collision rates;

e Identify locations for pedestrian and bicycle facility improvements and design

appropriate treatments;

e Measure demographic changes
at facilities to increase user
comfort and attract a wider
range of pedestrians and
bicyclists;

e Assess future pedestrian and
bicycle travel demand;

e Prioritize bicycle and
pedestrian improvement

projects. (Source: L.A. Bike
Coalition, Bike Count Training Manual).
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PEDESTRIAN & BIKE COUNT

Process

For this event, seventeen volunteers were recruited from the cities of Hemet and San
Jacinto. These volunteers were a broad representation of both communities, representing
government, community college, healthcare, and service organizations. A Pedestrian and
Bike Count Volunteer Training was conducted at the Simpson Center in Hemet, centrally
located to both cities. The training was conducted by Carlson & Associates, League of
American Bicyclist Certified Instructor who used the manual and forms prepared for
Southern California Association of Governments by the L.A. County Bicycle Coalition.

Count Methodology

The Pedestrian and Bike Count was conducted to identify the
numbers of bicyclists and pedestrians passing specific
intersections. A person who passed by a point more than once

was counted each time they passed by the point. Volunteers

counted the number of people using wheelchairs, scooters, : : !
and skateboards, identifying them as ‘Other’; pedestrians with ;.l LL ; _ﬁ, e
strollers were counted as two pedestrians; tandem bikes with “—rmj: ==
two people were counted as two bicyclists, for instance. U—’ _*Hj

Count Locations

For this exercise, an Intersection Count was conducted at seventeen intersections on Palm
Avenue from Chambers in Hemet to Eagle in San Jacinto during the hours of 11:00 a.m. to
1:00 p.m. on Tuesday, April 28, 2015. Itis noted that a peak time count either over the
weekend or later in the afternoon should be conducted and may capture greater numbers
of pedestrians or walkers. For the purpose of capturing baseline data for the ATP Cycle II
application, these numbers will be extrapolated per ATP Guidelines for the Benefit/Cost
Analysis.

Issue Identification & Recommendations

After the counts were completed, volunteers returned to the Simpson Center to report
their numbers and provide qualitative feedback on traffic safety observations and
recommendations, if any. Each volunteer represented one intersection and reported out
to the group. Their counts and feedback are provided in the report.
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PEDESTRIAN & BIKE COUNT

Intersection: Palm & Chambers

Pedestrians: 6
Bicyclists: 1
Other: 1 - Golf Cart

OBSERVATION
e Palm St. dead-ends at Chambers St.

e Golf cart was seen on Palm St. Many golf carts were on
Chambers as there is a golf course located nearby.

¢ One way street east on Chambers & Palm.

e Many pedestrians seen walking on Chambers in both

directions, not turning on Palm.

e Beautiful (Class II) bike lanes north starting at Palm &
Stetson to Acacia.

¢ Need more school traffic safety in this area as school is

around the corner

RECOMMENDATIONS

e Ideal for adding East/West bike lane
on from State Street to Chambers to
access Palm St.

¢ Add Bike lanes to access the other
bike lanes on Palm St.

¢ Add bike lane on Chambers between
Lyon and Buena Vista, connect Salt
Creek to West Valley High School.

e Golf carts and cars traveling wrong

way on One-Way, single lane street
on Chambers, west of Palm.
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PEDESTRIAN & BIKE COUNT

Intersection: Palm &
Stetson

Pedestrians: 15

Bicyclists: 13

Other: 3 - 1 Wheelchair; 1
Skateboard; 1 Motorized Chair

OBSERVATION

e All bikes were riding on
the sidewalk.

e A public transit bus stop

was approximately %
mile away.

e The three” others” were a
skateboarder, wheelchair
and motorized scooter.
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PEDESTRIAN & BIKE COUNT

| Intersection: Palm &
d Whittier

Pedestrians: 15
K Bicyclists: 14
Other: 1 - Motorized Wheelchair

OBSERVATION
e Mobile home community

» Several pedestrians mostly
walking within the community.

RECOMMENDATIONS
e Restripe existing bike lanes

e Need crosswalks
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PEDESTRIAN & BIKE COUNT

Intersection: Palm & Florida

Pedestrians: 31
Bicyclists: 26
Other: 0

OBSERVATION:

e Six jaywalkers

¢ Onejogger
¢ The streets are very narrow in
this area and cars.

¢ Due to lack of parking spaces
many cars park on the street.

e There were no bike lanes.

e The sidewalks were very
narrow on Palm.

¢ Helmets were not worn by any
bicyclists.

e All bicyclists rode on the
sidewalk. One was a toddler.

e Seven bike riders on sidewalk
facing traffic on Palm.

RECOMMENDATIONS:

¢ Widen sidewalk on Palm.

¢ Add bike lanes on Palm.

¢ Need additional parking. Most
cars park on the narrow street
and is unsafe for bicyclists.

e Add signs like “Share the Road”.
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PEDESTRIAN & BIKE COUNT

Intersection: Palm
& Devonshire

Pedestrians: 13
Bicyclists: 15
Other: 0

OBSERVATION:
e No crosswalk

e (Cars were obedient and stopped for
pedestrians and bicyclists.

e There were many police officers
visible through the observation
time.

e Bikes were not using sidewalks or
street as there were no bike lanes

RECOMMENDATIONS:
e Add bike lanes
e Widen walk sidewalk
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PEDESTRIAN & BIKE COUNT

Intersection: Palm & Menlo

Pedestrians: 17
Bicyclists: 13

Other: 1

OBSERVATION:

e There was no crosswalk.

e There was no stop sign.

e There was a lot of traffic.

e Cars going 45 MPH plus.

e A person on a motorized scooter used this
roadway.

e Many drivers ran the stop sign or did not
come to a complete stop.

RECOMMENDATIONS:
e Add a crosswalk.

e There is an obstructed view from the
Southeast corner.
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PEDESTRIAN & BIKE COUNT

Intersection: Palm & Esplanade

Pedestrians: 4
Bicyclists: 5

Other: 0

OBSERVATION:

RECOMMENDATIONS:

Palm dead-ends at Esplanade

Users must travel West to Lyon
or East to State to get to the
other side.

Gap in road and sidewalk.
Busy intersection

No bike lanes or sidewalks on
Palm or Esplanade

Little pedestrian or bike traffic
because there is no throughway:.

Not accessible to those in
wheelchairs or scooters.

Complete the gap with a road,
sidewalk and bike lane

Esplanade is very wide and
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Items to Bring

» Instroctioos
» Safety vest
» Location map
» Count forms
» Cipboard
Pen or pencil and spare
& Watch or tirser 50 you can record {S-minute ntecral
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PEDESTRIAN & BIKE COUNT

Brainstorming Exercise: What Would You Like To See in Hemet?

COMMUNITY EVENTS:

Ciclavia-type eveNts
Walk Audits
Bike Audits

Incorporate Ped/Bike Counts with ongoing Traffic Counts
